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O  F     T  H  E 

FIRST      SESSION 

.  O  F    T  H  E 

HOUSE    of    COMMONS 

O  F     T  H  E 

Thirteenth    Parliament  of  Great-Briiain, 

THIS  Scfiion  was  opened  by  commilTion, 
at  Weftminfter^  on  the  loth  of  M^jy,  1768. 
The  firll  bufinels  of  the  Commons  was  to  chufe 
a  fpeaker.  Lord  Charles  Spencer  flood  up,  and 
pointing  to  the  Clerk,  faid, 

*  Mr.  Tyrwhitty  It  is  our  prefent  bufinefs  to  Lord  c^ar;« 

*  proceed  to  the  ele£lion  of  a  proper  perfon   to?^'"^J^^]' 

*  prefide  as  fpeaker  ;  a  bufinefs  of  no  fmall  im- 

*  portance ;  for  on  this  choice  depend  the  regu- 
'  iarity  and  dignity   of  our  proceedings   in  the 

*  courfe  of  this  Parliament. 

*  If  ability,   integrity,  impartiality,   a  firm  at- 

*  tachment  to  our  happy  conflitution,  a  zeal  for 

*  the  rights  and  privileges,   joined  to  a  peife<5t 

*  knowledge  of  the  rules  and  orders  of  this  Houfe, 

*  are  qualifications  requifite  for  a  fpeaker,  in 
'  whom  fhall  we  more  furely  find  them,  than  in 
'  the  right  honourable  gentleman,  who,  during 

*  the  laft  Parliament,  filled  that    chair   with  fo 

*  much  honour  to  himfelf,  and  fo  much  fatisfac- 

*  tion  to  the  Houfc  ?     Thofe  who  were  members 

Vol.  VIII.  B  of 
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*  of  that  parliament,    mud  feel  that  what  1  fay 

*  falls  (hort  of  his  real  deferts;    thofe  who  were 

*  not,  and  confequently  had  not  an  opportunity 
'  of  being  fo  immediately  acquainted  v/ith  his 
'  merit,  v/ill  very  foon  be  fenfible  that  my  com-^. 

*  mendations  are  poor  and  iniufiicient,  though 
'  built  upon  the  trued  ground. 

'  It   would  {hew  great  want  of  refpedl  to  the 

*  houfe,  in  me^  v;ho  pofTefs  fo  little  the  talent  of 
'  fpeaking,  were  I  to  detain  them  long  upon  a 

*  fubjedt,  in  which  I  am  perfwaded  the  wifhes  of 
'  every  body  go^hand  in  hand  with  mine-,  and 

*  therefore  each  perfon  can  form  to  himielf  better 

*  reafons  for  agreeing  with  me,  than  I  am  capable 
^  *  of  offering. 

'  This  unanimous  confent,  which  I  felt  myfelf 

*  fure  to  meet,  is  what  has  given  me  courage  to 
'  take  upon  myfelf  to   make   this  motion,  unac- 

*  Guftom.ed  as  I  am  to  fpeak  in  public,  confcioos 

*  as  I  am  of  my  inability  either  to  afford  the  leaft 

*  entertainment,  or  convey  thefmalleft  inftru(5lion. 

'I  will  trouble  the  Houfe  no  farther,  than  ta 
beg  of  them  to  join  with  me  in  intreating  that 

*  right  honourable  gentleman  again  to  take  upon 

*  him  this  laborious  ta(k.  I  do  therefore  move, 
^  that  the  right  honourable  Sir  John  Cuft  be  de~ 
'  fired  to  take  the  chair  as  fpeaker.' 

Lord  Palmerfton  fpoke  next,  as  follows. 
Lord  Pui-       *  Mr.  Tyrwbitty  1  rife  to  fecond  the  noble  lord's 
Speech*     *  motion,  rather  in  compliance  with  the  forms  of 
'  the  houfe,  and  from  a  defire  to  fhew  my  hearty 

*  approbation  af  the  proportion  he  has  made,  than 

*  becaufe  it  feems  to  require  any  farther  argu- 

*  ments  to  fupport  it.     Among  the  various  ob- 

*  jeds  which  employ  the  attention  of  a  new  par- 

*  liament,  the  choice  of  a  proper  perfon  to  fill 

*  the  high  oflice  of  fpeaker  mufl  ever  be  of  great 

*  importance,  fmce  it  mull:  in  fome  degree  operate 

*  upon 
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upon  every  matter  that  can  come  under  our 
confideration  -,  and  it  becomes  ftill  more  impor- 
tant, in  proportion  as  the  fituation  of  our  affairs 
become  more  nice  and  full  of  diflicuky.  Few 
parliaments  have  ever  met  at  a  more  intereding 
crifis  than  the  prefent ;  nor  can  the  annals  of 
our  hiftory  furniih  many  periods  of  time  that 
have  called  fo  loudly  for  the  utmoft  exertion  of 
parliamentary  wifdom,  or  afforded  fo  ample  a 
field  for  its  deliberations.  Happily  we  now  en- 
joy the  bleffmgs  of  peace  ;  and  it  imports  us 
to  remember,  that  the  hour  df  tranquillity  is  the 
hour  of  refource  :  the  fate  of  this  country,  for 
ages,  may,  perhaps,  depend  on  the  counfels  of 
the  prefent  parliament ;  furely  then  we  cannon 
be  too  cautious  whom  we  appoint  to  prefide 
over  them.  In  vain  fhall  we  expeft  that  our 
proceedings  fhould  be  attended  with  their  due 
weight  and  efficacy,  if  he  who  fills  our  chair 
poffeffes  not  that  worth  and  thofe  excellent 
talents  which  give  dignity  to  power,  and  make 
authority  refpedlable. 

'  Within  thefe  walls  m.any  gentlemen  might 
doubtlefs  be  found,  whom  we  might  deem  wor- 
thy of  fo  important  a  truft,  and  whofe  conduct 
we  might  realbnably  hope  would  juftify  our 
opinion  •,  but  I  congratulate  the  houfe  that  we 
have  fomething  ftronger  than  opinion  on  which 
to  ground  our  confidence  \  we  have  experience^ 
the  experience  of  the  lail:  parliament,  and  the 
certain  affurance  which  that,  and  only  that,  can 
give. 

*  I  will  not  fo  much  offend  the  delicacy  of  the 
right  honourable  member  who  has  lately  pre- 
fided  here,  or  do  fo  much  injuftice  to  his  cha- 
radler,  as  to  attempt  to  defcribe  it ;  his  beA: 
advocates  are  his  a<5lions  •,  I  appeal  to  them  ; 
and  they  will  fpeak  for  him  in  fuch  a  drain  as 
mufl  drown  the  feeble  voice  of  panegyric.  I 
B  2  ^     *  feei 
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'  feel  it   more   becoming  me  to  leave  to  gentle- 

*  men's  own  recoUedlion,  the  wifdom,  the  know- 

*  ledge,  the  integrity,  the  impartiality,  the  zeal» 

*  the  affiduity,  with  which  the  right  honourable 

*  gentleman  has  already  executed  his  high  office  j 

*  and  to  content  mylelf  with  paying  to  his  merits 

*  the  moft  honourable  tribute  which  it  is  in  my 

*  power  to  offer,  by  feconding  my  noble  friend's 

*  motion,  that  the  right  honourable  Sir  John  Cufi 

*  do  take  the  chair  of  this  houfe  as  fpeaker.* 

The  members  calling  upon  Sir  John  Cufi  to  take 

the  chair,  he  ftood  up  in  his  place  (as  a  member) 

and  faid, 

Sr  John         '  Mr.  "Tyrwhitt,  It  is  a  natural,  and  I  will  add 

wch.     '  ^  commendable  ambition  in  every  one,  to  wifh 

*  for  the  approbation  of  his  country, 

'  This  ambition,  in  me,  cannot  be  more  amply 

*  gratified,    than    by    the   favourable   fentiments 

*  which  the  two  noble  lords  have  expreffed  of  my 

*  pad  condu6t,  and  by  the  kind  manner  in  which 

*  their  partiality  to  me  has  induced  them  to  re- 
*'  commend  me  to  the  houfe,  for  the  very  im- 
*•  portanr,  but  very  arduous  chairge,  of  again  fil- 
*-  ling  that  chair. 

"-  1  am  truly  fenfible  of  my  obligations  to  the 

*  noble  lords,  and  ihall  ever  fet  the  higheft  value 

*  upon  their  good  opinion  v  but  I  muft  intreait 

*  them,  as  well  as  the  houfe,  to  refled:,  that  abi- 

*  lities,  far  fuperior  to  any  which  I  can  boaft,  are 
^  requifite  for  that  high  ftation. 

'  The  experience  which  I  may  be  fuppofed  to 

*  have  gained  in  a  former  parliament,  has  indeed 

*  taught  me  what  are  the  neceffary  qualifications ; 

*  but  it  has,  at  the  fame  tin;ie,  convinced  me  how 

*  few  of  them  I  poflefs. 

'  Notwithftanding  my  mofl  diligent  endeavours 

*  to  difcharge   my  duty,  and   to  anfwer,  in   the 

*  fmalleft  degree,  the  expedtations  of  the  laft  houfe 

*  of 
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*  of  commons,  when  they  did  me  the  unmerited 

*  honour  of  calling  me  unanimoufly  to  that  chair, 

*  the  difficulties  would  have  been  too  great  for  me 

*  to  have  furmounted,  without  the  peculiar  favour 

*  and  indulgence  of  that  houfe  ^  of  which,   as  no 
'  one  ever  ftood  in  greater  ne^d,  fo  no  one  ever 

*  had  a  greater  fhare,  and  which  I  ihall  ever  re- 

*  member  with  the  greateft  gratitude.     It  would 

*  be  as  unrcalbnabh  in  me  to  afk,  as  for  this  houfe 

*  to  grant,  the  fame  :    and  therefore,   that   their 
'  proceedings  may  receive  no  detrime^it  from  my 

*  defedsj    that  their  weight,  their  authority,  and 

*  the  reverence  which  is  due  to  them,  may  be  pre- 

*  ferved  -,  I  hope  they  will  permit  me  to  enjoy  the 

*  fatisfadion,  as  a  private  member,  of  feeing  my 

*  pad  condu<9:  thus  approved ;   and  that,   among 
'  fo  many  gentlemen  of  greater  knowledge  and 

*  experience,  they  will  turn  their  thoughts  upon 

*  one  every  way  worthier  of  their  choice  than  my- 

*  felf.' 

The  members  again  calling  him  to  the  chair, 
he  was  taken  out  of  his  place  by  lord  Charles 
Spencer  and  lord  Palmerfion^  who  led  him  from 
thence  to  the  chair  j  where  upon  the  firft  ftep,  he 
faid, 

*•  I  mud  beg  leave  to  remind  gentlemen,   that 

*  they  have  yet  an  opportunity  to  re-confider  a 

*  ref9lution  which  I  am  afraid  they  have  too  haflily 

*  taken,   and  to  recall  me  to  do  my  duty  as  a  pri- 

*  vate  member.' 

But  the  members  cried,  '  No,  no,' 
Whereupon  he  afcended  the  upper  ftep  of  the 

chair  \   and  {landing  there,  faid, 

*  It  would  ill  become  me  to  difpute  any  longer 

*•  the  commands  of  tjiis  houfe,  to  which  I  fhall  at 

*  all  times  pay  an  implicit  obedience.     I  cannot 

*  fufficiently   exprefs    my  acknowledgements  for 

*  their  favourable  acceptance  of  my  pait  endea- 

*  vours  to  do  my  duty  in  this  place:   but  I  hope 

B  3  '  they 
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'  they  will  permit  me  to  lay  my  imperfedtions  be- 
'  fore  his  Majefty  to-morrow.' 

And  thereupon  he  fat  dov;n  in  the  chair;  and 
then  the  mace,  which  before  lay  under  the  table, 
was  laid  upon  the  table. 

Then  the  right  honourable  John  Shelly^  faid, 
'  Mr.  Speaker,  The  deference  and  dutiful  re- 
Hon.  John  '  fped:  I  wifh  always  to  pay  to  the  proceedings  of 
Sbdiy.       c  ^[^J3  houle,  will  not  permit  me  to  be  fatisfied  with 

*  only  making  the  ufual  motion  for  adjournment, 

*  after  the  ekdion  of  a  fpeaker  :    I  cannot  there- 

*  fore  deny  rpyfelf  the  pleafure  of  teHifying  the 

*  high  fatisfaclion  I  feel  on  feeing  you  again  called 

*  upon  to  that  important  trufl;  as  I  am  happy  of 
'  this  opportunity  of  (hewing  you  perlonal  regard 
'  and  attention. 

'  I  mull  beg  leave  to  congratulate  the  whole 

*  houfe  on  this  occafion  •,  the  elder  part,  who 
'  would  always  be  ready  to  lend  you  affiliance  and 
'  fupport  in  arduous  arid  difficult  points,  on  the 
'  eafe  they  will  find  in  your  being   able,  in  fo 

*  mafterly  a  manner,  to  clear  up  and  elucidate  any 
'  thing  that  might  appear  doubtful;  the  younger, 
'  and  thofe  gentlemen  who  have  never  fat  in  par- 
'  liament  before,  on  the  favour  and  indulgence 

*  they  will  be  fure  to  meet  with  from  you. 

*•  The  fortune.  Sir,  you  not  only  have  in  pof- 

*  feffion,  but  dill  fo  great  in  reverfion,  is  an  ad- 
'  ditional  circumftance  that  muft  add  weight  and 

*  dignity  to  the  chair  you  now  fill,  as  well  as  be 

*  a  fecurity  to  the  public  of  your  being  above  the 

*  temptation  of  little  worldly  allurements  :    as  to 

*  your  integrity,  it  would  be  prefumption  to  men- 

*  tion  it ;  as  your  a6lions,  in  the  courfe  of  the 
f  laft  parliament,  gave  the  ftrongefl  demonftra- 

*  tions  of  it ;  fo  that  a  repetition  of  them,  if  fpoke 
?  with  truth,  mufl  look  like  flattery. 

^  !  I  wil} 
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*  I  will   now.  Sir,   detain   you  and  the    houfe 

*  no    longer,     than    to  move   to    adjourn  -,   and 

*  therefore  I  move   you,  that  this  houfe  do  ad- 

*  journ    till  to-morrow   morning,   eleven  of  the 

*  clock.' 

Wed72efday\  May  11.  The  Lords  Commiflioners 
fent  for  the  commons  \  v/ho  being  come  to  the 
lords  houfe,  Mr.  fpeaker  faid, 

*  My  Lords,    His  Majefty's   moft  dutiful  and  Speaker' 

*  loyal  fubjeds,  the  commons  of  Great  Britain^^^^^''^' 
'  in  parliament  aflembled,    have,  in  purfuance  of 

'  his  royal  diredions,  and  according  to  their  un- 
'  doubted  rights,  proceeded  to  the  .eleflion  of  one 

*  of  their  members  to  be  their -fpeaker.     Among 
'  fo  many  of  them,  better  qualified  for  this  high 

*  and  important  trufl,  their  choice  has  again  fallen 

*  upon  me. 

'  His  Majefty  muft,  I  am  afraid,  have  obferved 
'  fo  many  imperfedions   in   my   conduct,   during 

*  the  lail  parliament,  that  I  need  urge  no  other 

*  reafons  to  induce  his  Majelly  to  give  his  faithful 

*  commons   an    opportunity  of    prefenting    one 

*  worthier  of  their  choice,  and  his  Majefty's  royaj 

*  approbation.' 

Then  the  Lord  Chancellor  faid, 

*  Sir  John  Ctift^  Your  condu(fl,  during  the  lafl:  Lord chas- 

*  parliament,  in  that  important  truft,  to  which  you spe°ch. 
'  are  now  again  called,  hath  given  his  Majefty  the 

*  fulleft  and  moft  convincing  proof  of  your  great 

*  knowledge,  wifdom,  and  fufficiency.     And  his 

*  Majefty  hath  commanded  us  to  let  you  know, 

*  that  he  entirely  approves  the  choice  which  his 

*  commons  have  made:    And  v/e  do,   by  virtue 

*  of  his  Majefty's  commiffion,   and  in  his  name, 
t  allow  and  confirm  you  to  be  their  fpeaker.' 

B  4  Then 
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Then  Mr.  Speaker  faid. 
Speaker.        «  jViy  Lords,,  It  is  my  duty  to  refign  niyfelf,  as 

*  1  do,  to  his  Majefiy's  determination-,  and  to  be- 

*  feech  his  Majefty's  acceptance  of  my  mod  humble 

*  and  dutiful  acknowlegements,  for  this  frefh  mark 
'  of  his  grace  and  favour.     I  have  had  fuch  ample 

*  experience  of  his  Majefty's  goodnefs,    that,  for 

*  my  encouragement  in  the  execution  of  this^gr^at 
'  truft,  I  cannot  doubt  of  his   Majefty's  makin^g 

*  all  juft  allowances  for  my  failings,  of  his  pardon 
'  for  ail  my  future  involuntary  errors,  at  leaft  that 
'  they  may  not  be  imputed  to  his  faithful  com- 
'  mons.  That  they  may  be  the  better  enabled  to 
'  do  their  duty  to  his  Majefty  and  their  country, 
'  I  do,  in  their  name,   and  on   their  behalf,  by 

*  humble  petition  to  his  Majefty,  lay  claim  to  all 

*  their  ancient  rights  and  privileges-,  particularly 

*  that  their  perfons,    their  eftates,  and  fervants, 

*  may  be  free  from  arrefts,  and  all  moleftations ; 

*  that  they  may  enjoy  liberty  of  fpeech  in  all  their 

*  debates  -,  may  have  accefs  to  his  Majefty's  royal 
'  perfon,    whenever  occafion  ftiail  require  ;   and 

*  that  all  their  proceedings  may  receive  from  his 
'  Majefty  the  moft  favourable  conftrudion.' 

Then  the  Lord  Chancellor  faid, 
lord  Chan-     '  Mr.  Speaker,  We  have  it  in  command  from 
'  the  King  to  acquaint  you,  that  his  Majefty  is 

*  fully  perfuaded  of  the  prudence  and  temper  of 
'  this  houfe  of  commons,  as  well  as  of  their  duty 

*  and  loyalty. 
'  And  we  do,  by  virtue  of  his  Majefty's  com- 

*  milfjon,  and  in  his  name,  declare  to  you,  that 

*  the   king  grants   and  allows  to  them  all  their 

*  privileges  in  as  full  and  ample  manner  as  they 

*  have  at  any  time  heretofore  been  granted  or  al- 

*  lowed  by  his  Majefty,  or  any  of  his  royal  pre- 

*  decefibrs. 

*  As 
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*  As  to  what  concerns  yourfelf.  Sir,  though  his 

*  Majefty  is  convinced,  that  a  perfon  of  your  wif- 
'  dom   and  difcretion  can  never  ftand  in  need  of 

*  that  pardon  which  your  modefty  hath  induced 
'  you  to  afk  •,  yet  his  Majefty  hath  commanded 
'  us  to  afture  you,   that  you   may  rely  upon   his 

*  gracious  fupport  and  acceptance  in  your  execu- 
'  tion  of  this   high   and   important  charge  ;   and 

*  that  he  will  put  ihe  moft  favourable  conilrudion 

*  upon  all  your  words  and  actions.' 

The  houfe  being  returned,  Mr.  Speaker  reported 
what  had  paffed  in  the  houfe  of  peers  ;  together 
with  the  Lord  Chancellor's  fpeech,  which  was  as 
follows  : 

'  My  Lords  and  Gentlemen^ 
'  In  purfuance  of  the  authority  given  us  by  his 

*  Majelty's  commiffion  under  the  great  feal, 
'  among  other  things,   to  declare  the  caufes  of 

*  your  .prefent  ^meeting,  we  are  by  the  king's 
'  command,   to  acquaint  you,  that   his   Majefty 

*  has  not  called  you   together  at  this  unufual  fea- 

*  fon  of  the  year,  in  order  to  lay  before  you  any 

*  matters  of  general  bufinefs,   but  merely  to  give 

*  you   an  opportunity  of  difpatching  certain  par- 

*  liamentary    proceedings,    which    his    Majefty's 

*  defire  of  providing,  at  all  events,  for  the  wel- 

*  fare  and  fecurity  of  his  good  fubjedls,  makes 

*  him  wifh  to  fee  completed  as  foon   as  poflible, 

*  and  with  that  difpatch  which  the  public  conve- 

*  nience  as  well  as  your  own  require. 

'  His    Majefty,    at  the  fame  time,    has   com- 

*  manded   us  to  afture  you  of  his  perfedl  confi- 

*  dence  in  this  parliament  ^  and  that  he  has  the 

*  ftrongeft  reafon  to  expert  every  thing  from  their 

*  advice  and  afliftance,  that  loyalty,  wifdom,  and 

*  zeal  for  the  publick  good  can  didlate  or  fug- 
'  geft.'  3 

And 
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And  then  Mr.  Speaker  faid  to  the  houfe, 
^^'  *  I  muft  now  beg  leave  to  repeat  my  mod  re- 

f^  ^^'     c  fpe(5|-fyi  acknowlegemsnts  to  the  houfe  for  this 

*  difbinguifhing    mark   of  their    good    opinion. 

*  Such  an  approbation  of  my  paft  condud,  is  the 

*  ftrongeft  incitement  which  I  can   have  to  dif- 
'  charge  this  great  truft  which  they  have  repoffd 

*  in  me,  with  diligence  and  fidelity.     If  they  ob- 
'  ferve  my  heart  and  intentions  to  be  right,  which 

*  I  truft  they  ever  will^   I  cannot  doubt  of  their 

*  fupport  and  protection  on   all  occafions ;  their 

*  pardon  for  my  failings  ;    their  corredlion  of  my 

*  miftakes.   lean  as  little  doubt  of  their  afliftance 

*  to  me,    in  keeping  ftridly  to  all  the  rules  and 

*  orders  which  have  been  fo  wifely  eftablifhed   by 

*  our  anceftors,   in  preventing  all  heats  and  per- 
'  fonal  altercations,  than  which,  nothing  can  more 

*  obftrud;  the  freedom  of  debate,  or  be  fo  unfuit- 

*  able  to  the  gravity  and  dignity  of  this  great  af- 

*  fembly. 

*  Gentlemen  who  have  fat  in  former  parliaments, 

*  muft  have  feen  the  ill  efFedts  of  late  hours  -,  how 
'  bufmefs  of  great  moment,  on  the  one  hand,  has 

*  been  carried  on  with  too  great  precipitation  *, 

*  and,  on  the  other  hand,  that  matters  of  no  lefs 

*  importance  have  been  poftponed  from  day  to 

*  day,  and  at  laft  deferred.     To  prevent  thefe  in- 

*  conveniences  for  the  future,   I  hope  gentlemen 
'  will  fee  the  abfolute  neceflity  of  an  early  at- 

*  tendance.' 

The  next  bufinefs  of  the  commons  was,   each 
member  taking  the  ufual  oaths. 
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Thomas  Calcraft 
JoGiua  Mauger 
Portfmouth^  Hampfiire. 
Sir  Edward  Hawke 
Sir  M.  FetheiTtonhaugh 
Prefton^  Lane afi ire.   " 
Sir  Peter  Leicefier 
Sir  Frank  Standifh 

^.eenborough,  in  Kent, 
Sir  Ch.  Frederick 
Sir  Piercy  Brett, 

Radnor^  County, 
Chace  Price 

Nezv  Radnor, 
John  Lewis,  of  Harpton 

Readings  Berkjhire, 
John  Dodd 


ENT  A  RY      A.  1768a 

' ■  Vanfittart 

Eaft  Redford^  Nottingh, 
Sir  Cecil  Wray 
John  Offley 

Riehfiiond^  Tork/hirt, 
Sir  Lawrence  Dundas, 
Alex.  Wedderburn, 
Ripon^  Torkf/oire, 
William  AiQabie 
Cha.  Allanfon 

Rochefter^  Kent,, 
John  Calcraft 
William  Gordon 

New  Rumney^  KenU 
Sir  Edward  Deering 
Richard  Jackfon 

Rtitlandlhire, 
Thomas  Noel 
Geo.  Brid.  BrudenelL 

Ryiy  Sujfex, 
John  N  orris 
Kofe  Fuller, 

Ryegate^  Surry, 
Charles  Cocks 
Hon.  John  York 

Sdtajh,  Cornwall, 
Thomas  Bradfliaw 
Martin  Bladen  Hawkc 

Sandwich,  Kent, 
Vifc.  Conyngham  oflreL 
Philip  Stephens 

New  Sarum,  JViUs, 
Hon.  Edw.  Bouverie 
Stephen  Fox 

Old  Sarumy  JVilts, 
Wm.  Gerrard  Flamilton 
John  Crauford,  Efq-, 

Sea  ''boroughy  Torkjhire, 
F'oun.  Went.Ofbaldefton 
Hon.  George  Manners 
Seaford^ 
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Seafordy  SuJJex, 
Vifc.  Gage  of  Ireland 
George  Medley 
8haftejbur)\  Dorfetjhire 
W.  Chafin  Grove,  Efq; 
Ralph  Payne,  Efq; 

Shoreham^  Sujfex, 
Sir  Sam.  CorniQi 
Peregrine  Cuft 

Shrewjhtiry, 
Lord  Clive 
Noel  Hill,  Efq; 

Shropfiire, 
Charles  Baldwin 
Sir  John  Aftiey 

S  order fetjhire. 
Sir  Cha.  Kemys  Tynte 
Richard  Hippifley  Cox 

Southajnpton, 
Hans  Stanley 
Ld.  Vifc.  Palmerfton 

Southwark. 
Sir  Jofeph  Mawbey 
Henry  Thrale 

Stafford/hire, 
Lord  Grey 
Sir  William  Baggott 

«  Stafford. 
Vifc.  Chetwynd,  Ireland 
Richard  Whitworth 

Stamford^  Lincolnjhire, 
George  Aufrere 
George  Howard 

Sleyning,  Suffex, 
Sir  John  Filmer 
Tho.  Edwards  Freeman 

Stockbridge^   Hants, 
Richard  Fuller,  Efq; 
Richard  Worge,  Efq; 
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Sudbury^  Suffolk. 
Patrick  Blake 
Walden  Hanmer, 

Suffolk. 
Sir  Tho.  Ch.  Bunbury 
Sir  John  Rous 
Surrey, 
Sir  Francis  Vinceat 
Geo.  Onflow 

Suffex, 
Thomas  Pelham 
Ld.  Geo.  Hen.  Lenox 
Tar/iworth^   Staff  or  dfiire, 
Edward  Thurloe 
Wm.  De  Grey 

Taviftock,  Devonjhlre, 
Richard  Rigby 
Richard  Neville  Neville 
'Taunton^  Somerfetjhire, 
Alexander  Popham 
Nathaniel  Webb 
^ewkfbury^  GloucefterJIoir^ 
Sir  Wm.  Codringtoa 
Nicholfon  Calvert 

Thetford^  Norfolk, 
Rt.  Hon.  Hen.  Seymour 

Conway 
John  Drummond 

^hirjke^  Torkfloire, 
Sir  Tho.  Frankland 
W^m.  Frankland 

Tiverton^  Devon/hire* 
Nathaniel  Ryder 
John  Dnntze 

Totnefs^  Devonfmre, 
Peter  Burrell 
Philip  Jennings 

Tregony^  Cor:iwalL 
Thomas  Pownal 

Hon; 
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Hon.  John  Gray 

Truro  Cornwall, 
George  Bofcawen 
Edw.  Hugh  Bofcawen 
JVdlingJord^  Bucks, 
John  Aubrey 
Kobert  Pigot 

War  eh  am  ^  Borfetjhirei 
Ralph  Burton, 
Kobert  Palk 

Warwickjhire, 
Sir  Charles  Mordaunt 
William    T  hockmorton 
Bromley 

Warwick. 
Lord  Greville 
Hon.  Henry  Archer 

Wells, 
Clement  Tudway 
Robert  Child 

W^ndover^  Bucks. 
Edmund  Burke,  Efq; 
Sir  Robert  Darling 

Wenkck^  Shroppire, 
Sir  Henry  Bridgman 
George  Forreftcr,  Efq; 
Weobley^  HerefordJJoire. 
Hon  Hen.Fred.Thynne 
Simon  Luttrel 

Wejlbury^  Wiltjhire, 
Peregrine  Bertie 
WilHam  Blackftone 

Wejllow^   Cornwall, 
James  Townlhend 
William  Graves 

Weftminfier, 
Hon.  Edwin  Sandys, 
Earl  Percy 
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Weftmoreland, 
J.  Robinfon 
Thomas  Fenwick 
Weymouth  and  Mercomhe 

Regis,  Borfetjhire, 
J.  Tucker 
Lord  Waltham 
Sir  Charles  Davers 
Jeremiah  Dyfon 

Whitchurch^  Hants. 
Hon.  Henry  Wallop 
Rt.  H.  T.  Townlhend 

Wigan^  Lancajhire, 
George  Byng 
Beaumont  Hotham 
Wilton,  Wilts. 
Herbert  Herbert 
Nicholas  Herbert 

Wiltjhire, 
Edward  Popham 
Thomas  Goddard,  Efq; 

iVinchelfea,  Sujfex, 
Thomas  Orby  Hunter 
E.  Thomond 

Winchejler, 
Henry  Penton 
George  Powlett 

Windfor,  Berkjhire, 
Ld.  Geo.  Beau  clerk 
Hon.  Aug.  Keppel 

Woodjiock,  Oxford/hire, 
Rt.  Hon.  Ld.  R.  Spencer 
William  Gordon 

Worcefierjhire, 
Hon,  John  Ward 
-*Rt.  H.  W.  Dowdefwell 

Worcefter. 
H.  Crabb  Boulton 


John 
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John  WallK 
Wotton  Bajfet^  Wiltjhlre. 
Hon.  Hen.  St.  John 
Tho.  Eftcourt  Crefwell 
Chipping  Wycomh^  Bucks, 
Robert  Walter 
Rt.  Hon.  Ifaac  Barre 
Tarmouth^  Norfolk, 
Richard  Walpole 
Charles  Townfend 

Tarmcuth  Hants. 
Jer voile  Clarke,  Efq; 
William  Strode 

Torkjbire, 
Sir  George  Savile, 
Edwin  Lafcelles 
TcrL 
Rt.H.Ld.  J.  Cavendifli 
Charles  Turner 
SCOTLAND. 

Aberdeenjhire, 
Alexander  Gordon 

Air/hire, 
David  Kennedy- 
's/.     Andrews^     Forfar^ 
Perth^  Coupar^  Dundee. 
Wm.  Pultney 
Anna^^  Sanqubair^  Lock- 

mab^n^  Dumf.  KiMe, 
Wiliiann  Douglas 
Anjlruthers,  Craill^  Pet- 

tinween,  Kilrenny, 
Sir  John  Anftruther 

Jrgylejhire, 
Robert  Campbell 
Bamfshire. 
E,  of  Fife  in  Ireland 

Berwick/hire, 
James  Pringle 
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Brechin^  Aherhrothock^  A- 
berdeen^  Montrofe^  and 
Inverbervie, 
Hon.  Thomas  Lyon 
Bute  and  Caithnefs -/hire. 
Ld.  Fortrofe,  of  Ireland 

Clackmannanjhire. 
Robert  Adam 

Bumbartonjhire, 
Arch.  Edmonlione 

Dumfries-JJjire^  - 
Arch.  Douglas 
Dumferling,  Culrofs^Stir^ 
Ung^  Innerkeithen   and 
^.e  ens  ferry, 
James  Maflerton 
Dunbar^    Lauder^    Ber- 
wick^ Haddington^  and  - 
Jedburgh. 
Patrick  Y/arrender 
Edinburghjhire, 
Sir  Alex.  Giim.our 

Edinburgh. 
Sir  Lawrence  Dundafs 

ElginfrAre, 
Francis  Grant 
Elgin^    Gallen,    Kentore, 

Bamff,  and  Inverary. 
Sir  Andrew  Mitchell 

Fifefbire, 
John  Scot 

Forfarfhire, 
Earl  Panmure  of  Ireland 
Fvrtrofe^  Forrefsy  Inver» 

nefs,  and  Nairn. 
He<^or  Munro 
Sir  Alex.  Grant.,  proteHed, 

Naddingtonfhire, 
Sir  George  Suttie 
3  Inver* 
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Invernejfshire-* 
Simon  Frafer, 

Kincardineshire, 
Rob.  Rickart  Hepburn 
Kinghorn^   Byfert^  Kirk- 
caldy^ Burnttjland. 
J.  Town  (bend  Ofwaid 

Kircudbright  Stewartry. 
John  Rols  Mackye 
Lancrkshire, 
John  Lockhart  Rofs 
Linlithgowshire, 
John  Hope 

Nairnshire, 
Pryce  Campbell 
Orkney  and  Zetlandshire, 
Tho.  Dundas. 

Peeblefshire, 
Rt.  H.  J.  Montgomery 
Peebles,  Lanerk^  Linlith- 
gow, Selkirk, 
John  Lockart  Rofs 

Perthshire, 
David  Grasme 

Renfrewshire, 
Willam  M'Dowall 
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RoJJshire, 
Rt.  Hon.  James  Stewart 

Mackenzie. 
Rothefay,  Inverary,  Ayr^ 
Irvine^  &  Campbeltown* 
James  Stuart 

Roxburghshire, 
Rt.H.  Sir  Gilbert  ElHot 
Rutherglen,    Dumbarton^ 

Glafgow^  &'  Renfrew. 
Lord  Fred.  Campbell 

Selkirkshire. 
John  Pringle 

Stirlingshire, 
Thomas  Dundas 

Sutherlandshire, 
James  Wemyfs 
Tayn,   Wick^    Dingwall^ 

Kirkwall,  DornocK 
Alexander  Mackey 
Wigtownshire, 
Hon.  Keith  Stuart 
Wigtown,       Whitehorn^ 
New  Galloway^  Stran* 
raer, 
Auguftus  Selwyn,  Efq^ 


The  two  Houses  prefented  a  Joint  Address  on  the 
i^thy  which  was  as  follows. 


Arlc^refs   of 
both  houfes. 


Mojl  gracious  Sov^reign^ 

*  We  your  Majefly's  mod  dutiful  and  loyal 
fubjeds,  the  lords  fpiritual  and  temporal, 
and  commons  in  parliament  aflembled,  beg 
leave  to  return  your  Majefty  our  mod  hearty 
thanks  for  that  gracious  and  paternal  attention 
to  the  welfare  of  your  people,  which  has  induced 

*  your 
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your  Majefty^  at  this  time,  to  interpofe  your  own 
more  immediate  authority  for  putting  an  end  to 
that  dangerous  diflurbance  of  the  public  peace, 
thefe  outrageous  acls  of  vioknce  to  the  profpe- 
rity  of  your  Majetly's  fubjeds,  and  that  moll 
audacious  defiance  of  the  authority  of  the  civil 
magiftrates,  which  have  of  late  prevailed  to  fo 
alarming  a  degree  in  and  near  this  great  metro- 
polis. 

*  Your  Maje^y's  exprefs  command,  fignified 
by  your  royal  proclamation,  that  ail  the  laws, 
for  preventing,  fupprefiing,   and  punilhing,   all 

*  riots,  tumults,  and  unlawful  afTemblies,  be  put 

*  into  immediate  execution,  will,  we  hope,  effect 

*  tualiy  prevent  the  continuance  or  repetition  of 

*  thefe  diforders.. 

*  But  fliould  any  of  your  Majefty's  fubje&con- 

*  tinue  fo  loft  to  all  fenle  of  their  own  true  inter- 

*  eft,  as  well  as  duty,  as  to  go  on  to  interrupt,  by 
^  their  lawlefs  and  defperate  pradlices,  that  quiet 

*  and  peaceable  enjoyment  of  every  right -and  pri- 

*  vilege    allotted  to   each    individual    among   us 
'  by    our    excellent  conftitution,    which    it    has 

*  ever  been  your  Majefty*s  firft  objedb  and  chief 

*  glory  to  fecure  and  perpetuate  to   us  a)l ;  per- 

*  mit  us,  your  Majefty's  truly  dutiful  and  grate^ 
^  ful  fubjeds,    the  lords   fpiritual   and  temporal^ 

*  and  commons,  in  parliament  aftembled,  to  afTure 

*  your  Majefty  of  our  ready  concurrence  in  every 

*  meafure  that  may  contribute  to  enable  your  Ma^ 
'  J:^fty  rnoft  effedually  to  maintain  the  public  au- 

*  "thority,  and  carry  the  laws  into  execution  i  and 

*  of  our  determined  refolution,    rnoft  chearfuUy 

*  and  vigoroufly  to  fupport  your  Majefty  againft 

*  every  attempt  to  create  dii4iculty  or  difturbance 
'  to  your  Majefty's  government.' 

C  4.  ^i' 
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"To  which  the  King  gave  this  Anfwer, 

My  Lords  and  Gentlemen^ 

f'l  anSer"      '  ^  rccelve  with  great  fatisfa<5lion  this  loyal,  du- 
''  tiful,  and  Jenfible  addrefsof  both  houfes  of  par- 

*  liament.     It  is  with  the  utmoft  concern,  that  I 
'  fee  this  fpirit  of  outrage  and  violence  prevailing 

*  among  different   clailes  of  my   fubjeds.     I  am, 

*  however  convinced,  that  the  vigorous  exertion 

*  of  lawful  authority,  which  I  will  continue  to  en- 
'  force,  joined  to  your  fupport  and  afliitance,  will 

*  have  the  de fired  effedl  .of  reiloring  quiet  and  good 

*  order  among  my  fubjefts.' 

Thefe  complaints  of  riots  and  diforderly  pro- 
ceedings, alluded  to  fome  difturbances  which  had 
happened  in  London  and  VVeftminfler,  on  account 
of  the  contefted  eledlions  in  thofe  places. 

A  motion  wag  made  and  agreed  to,  to  thank  the 
Right  Hon.  Thomas  Harley,  lord  mayor  of  Lon- 
don, and  one  of  the  representatives  of  that  city, 
for  his  vigilant  and  active  condu6t  in  fupport  of 
the  laws  and  prefervation  of  public  peace  during 
the  late  difturbances-,  and  he  being  in  his  place 
on  the  i6ch,  Mr.  Speaker  addrefled  him  as  foU 
lows : 

My  Lord  Mayer  of  London^ 

Thankg  of     c  'pj^g  (pjj.^,.  ^f  Hcentioufnefs,  which  unhappily 

sirThonns    prevails  m  this  kmgdom,  has  lately  broke  out  in- 

Hariey.      «  ^q  j^^^^^j^  outrageous  ads  o£  violence,  and  fuch  dar- 

<  ing  infults  upon  civil  authority,  in  and  about  this 

'  great  metropolis,  that,  unlefs  the  falutary  laws 

'  for  the  prefervation  of  peace  and  good  order  are 

*  ftriclly  put  in  execution,  confequences  of  the  moft 

*  alarming 
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*  alarming  nature  are  to  be  apprehended,  anarchy 

*  and  confufion  muft  enfue,  which  can  only  end  in 

*  tyranny  and  defpotifm.   No  man  therefore  can  do 

*  a  more  efiential  ferviceto  his  country,  than  a  civil 
'  magiftrate,  who,  by  a  prudent,  temperate,  but, 
'  at  the  fame  time,  firm  and  vigorous,  exertion  of 
'  the  powers,  with  vv^hich  the  laws  of  the  land  in- 

*  truft  him,  fupprelTes  ail  riots  and  tumults,  and 
'  refolutely  refills  thofe  lawlefs  and  delperate  prac- 

*  tices,  which  tend  to  deprive  every  individual  of 

*  the  rights  and  privileges  to  which  he  is  intitledby 

*  our  excellent  conftitution.     This  eminent  fervice 

*  has  your,  lordfhip   performed   to  your  country  : 

*  Your  condud:  upon  rhe  late  occafions  fhew  how 
'  right  a  judgment  your  fellow-citizens  formed  of 

*  you,  when  they  called  you  to  your  prefent  high 

*  and  impoitant  llation.     The  beneficial  effe6ls  of 

*  this  condudl  are  not  confined  to  this  metropolis, 

*  over  which  you  fo  worthily  prefide;  they  extend 

*  to  the  whole  kingdom.    By  your  example,  every 

*  other  civil  magiftrate  will  be  convinced,  that  he 

*  has  fufficient  power,  by  the  laws,  to  prevent  every 

*  difturbance  of  the  public  peace ;  and  that  it  is  a 

*  duty  incumbent  upon  him  to  exert  thofe  powers. 

*  By  the  fuccefs  which  has  attended  your  lordlhip's 

*  vigilance  and  a6livity,  the  fadious  and  feditious 

*  will  learn,  that  they  cannot  offend  the  laws  with 

*  impunity.    Thofe  who  have  been  feduced,  under 

*  falfe  pretences  of  liberty,  to  join  in  tumults  and 

*  diforders,  will  be  made  fenfible,  that  nothing  is  fo 

*  fubverfive  of  that  very  liberty,  as  ads  of  outrage 

*  and  violence ;  and  that  perfed  obedience  to  law* 

*  ful,  authority    is  the  only   fecurity   which  they 

*  can  have  for  the  enjoyment  of  every  thing  which 

*  is  dear  and  valuable  to  them. 

'  Your  lordfhip  has  already  experienced,   that 

*  this  houfe  will  not  permit  fignal  merit  topafs  un- 

*  diftinguifned  or  unrewarded  by  them.    You  had 
^  the  peculiar  honour  of  receiving  their  thanks, 

'  on 
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*  on  a  former  occafion.     In  confidering  the  great 

*  fervice  which  you  have  now  done   the  public, 

*  they  have  come  to  an  unanimous  refolution,  that 

*  the  thanks  of  this  houfe  be  given  to  your  lord- 

*  fhip,    for  your  vigilant  and  adive  condud  in 

*  fupporc  of  the  laws,    and  for  the  prefervation 

*  of  the  public  peace,    during  the  late  diilurb-- 
^  ances. 

*  I  cannot  fufficiently  exprefs  my  fatisfadion, 

*  that  it  has  a  fecond  time  fallen  to  my  lot  to  t)e 

*  an  inllrument  of  conveying  to  your  lordfhip  (for 
^  whom  I  ever  had  the  highed  perfonal  refped) 

*  this  very  honourable  teftimony  of  the  approba- 

*  tion  which  the  commons  of  Great -Britain  have 

*  given  of  your  condud :    And  in  purfuance  of 
'  the  commands  which  I  have  received  from  the 

*  houfe,  I  do,  in  their  name,  give  your  lordfhip 

*  their  thanks.' 


AiliwQt. 


Upon  which  his  Lordfhip  faid, 
Ut.Harkfi  «  Mr,  Speaker,  The  repeated  honours  confer^ 
red  on  me  by  this  houie,  conveyed  to  me  m 
fuch  ofeiliging  terms  by  you,  far  exceed  any 
merit  I  have,  in  having  endeavoured  to  preferve 
the  peace  of  the  city  of  London. 

*  It  has  ever  been  my  ambition  to  enforce  a 
due  refped  and  obedience  to  law,  as  the  only 
means  to  preferve  the  conftitution  and  liberty  of 
my  country. 

*  Encouraged  thus,  by  this  mark  of  approba- 
tion, I  ihalT  perfevere  in  exerting  every  endea- 
vour to  maintain  the  conftitutional  authority  of 
the  civil  magifcrate,  and  to  preferve  the  peace 
of  this  great  city  againft  every  attempt  to  dif- 
turb  it. 

*  Permit  me,  Sir,  to  add  my  acknowledgments 
to  you,  for  the  kind  manner  in  which  you  have 
communicated  to  me  this  diftinguilhed  honour ^ 

^  *  and 
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•  and  to  afTure  you,  that  I  Ihall  ever  retain  the 

*  moil  grateful  fenfe  of  it.' 

On  the  iSth  a  motion  was  made,  that  the  pro- 
per officer  of  the  crown  do  inform  this  houfe  why 
the  laws  were  not  immediately  put  in  force  againit 
John  Wilkes^  Efq-,  an  outlaw,  when  he  returned 
to  this  kingdom,  in  February  iail. 

Mr.  Wilkes  was  at  this  time  a  prifoner  in  the 
King'S'Bench,  However  the  houfe  did  not  chufe 
to  enter  into  the  matter,  and  therefore  the  quef- 
tion  to  adjourn  was  put,  and  carried  without  a 
divifion. 

The  reafon  given  for  calling  the  parliament  at 
this  unufual  feafon,  was  to  continue  the  a6i:  pafied 
laft  feiTion,  and  which  m^ight  expire  before  the  next 
v/inter  fefiion,  permitting  the  importation  of  oats 
and  oatmeal,  rye^  and  rye  flour,  and  prohibiting 
the  exportation  of  corn,  grain,  meal,  malt,  flour, 
bread,  bifcuit,  and  ftarch  ;  alfo  prohibiting  the 
extraction  of  low  wines  and  fpirits  from  wheat, 
and  wheat  flour.  A  committee  was  therefore  ap- 
pointed to  report  upon  the  matter,  and  the  houfe 
concurring  with  the  report,  the  bills  pafied. 

On  the  2 1  ft  the  bills  received  the  royal  afl^ent 
by  commifTion  ;  the  parliament  then  adjourned  to 
the  2d  of  June^  and  on  that  day  to  the  2iftj 
w};en  It  v/as  prorogued. 


*rhe 
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The     SECOND      SESSION 

O  F     T  H  E 

Thirteenth  Parliament  of  Great-Britain^ 


This  Seffion   was   opened  at  Weftminfter,    on  the 
Bth  of  November,  1768,  by  the  King,  with  the 
following  Speech, 

My  Lords  and  Gen'lemeny 

King's      *  ^T^  ^  ^  Opportunity  which  the  late  general 

Speech,      t  j^     eledion  gives  me  of  knowing,  from  their 

*  reprefentatives  in  parliament,  the  more  imme- 
^  diate  fenfe  of  my  people,  has  made  me  defirous 
'  of  meeting  you  as  early  as  could  be  confident 

*  with  your  own  convenience. 

'  The  fliortnefs  of  the  laft  feffion  of  the  late  par- 
^  liament  prevented   their  profecuting  the  confi- 

*  deration    of    thofe    great  commercial    interefts 

*  which  had  been  entered  upon  in  the  preceding 

*  fefTion.     You  will,   I  am  perfuaded,  agree  with 

*  me  in  opinion,  that  your  deliberations  on  thofe 
'  very  important  objedls  ought  to  be  refumed 
'  without  lofs  of  time ;    and  I  truft,  that  they  will 

*  termiinate  in  fuch  meafures,    as  may  be  produc- 

*  tive  of  the  mod  confiderable  and  elTential  bene- 

*  fits  to  this  nation. 

*  It  would  have  given  me  great  fatisfaftion  to 
'  have  been   able  to  acquaint  you,  that  all  the 

*  other  powers  of  Europe  had  been  as  careful,  as 
'  I  have  ever  been,  to  avoid  the  taking  any  flep  that 

*  might  endanger  the  general  tranquillity.  I  have 
'  conftantly  received,  and  do  (till  receive,  from 

*  them,  the  ftrongeft  alfurances  of  their  pacific 
^  difpofitions  towards  this  country.    No  aflfurances 

*  however 
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*  however   fhall   divert   my    conftant    refoiution 

*  ftedfaftly   to  attend  to  the  general  interefts  of 

*  Europe  ;   nor  (hall  any  confideration  prevail  up* 

*  on  me  to  fufFer  any  attempt  that  may  be  made 

*  derogatory  to  the  honour  and  dignity  of  my 
<  crown,  or  injurious  to  the  rights  of  my  people. 

*  At  the  clofe  of  the  laft  parliament,  I  expreifed 

*  my  fatisfadion  at  the  appearances  which  then 

*  induced  me  to  believe,  that  fuch  of  my  fubjeds 

*  as  had  been  milled  in  fome  parts  of  my  do- 

*  minions  were  returning  to  a  juft  fcnfe  of  their 

*  duty ;    but  it  is  with  equal  concern  that  I  have 

*  fince  feen  that  fpirit  of  fadlion,   which  I  had 

*  hoped  was  well-nigh  extinguilhed,  breaking  out 

*  afrefh  in  fome  of  my  colonies  in  North  America  ; 

*  and,  in  one  of  them,  proceeding  even  to  a6ts 

*  of  violence,  and  of  refiftance  to  the  execution  of 

*  the  law.     The  capital  town  of  which  colony  ap- 

*  pears  by  late  advices  to  be  in  a  ftate  of  diibbe- 

*  dience   to  all  law  and  government;    and   has 

*  proceeded  to  meafures  fubverfive  of  the  conftitu- 

*  tion,  and  attended  withcircumftances  that  mighc 
^  manifeft  a  difpofition    to   throw  off   their  de- 

*  pendance  on  Great-Britain,  On  my  part,  I  have 
'  purfued  every  meafure  that  appeared  to  be  ne- 
f  ceflary  for  fupporting  the  conftitution,  and  in- 
^  ducing  a  due  obedience  to  the  authority  of  the 

*  legiflature.  You  may  rely  upon  my  fteady  per- 
'  feverance  in  thefe  purpofes;  and  1  doubt  not 

*  but  that,   with  your  concurrence  and  fupport, 

*  I  (hall  be  able  to  defeat  the  mifchievous  defigns 

*  of  thofe  turbulent  and  feditious  perfons,  v/ho, 

*  under  falfe  pretences,  have  but  too  fuccefsfuily 
'  deluded  numbers  of  my  fubjeds  in  America-^ 

*  and  whofe  pradices,  if  fuffered  to  prevail,  cannot 

*  fail  to  produce  the  moil  fatal  confequences  to 

*  my  colonies  immediately ;   and,  in  the  end,  to 

*  all  the  dominions  of  my  crown. 

Gentlemen 
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Gentlemen  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons^ 
'  The  proper  eftimates,  for  the  fervlce  of  the 

*  enfuing  year,   I  have  ordered  to  be  laid  before 

*  yon,  fully  relying  on  your  readinefs  to  grant 
'  me  the  necelTary  fupplies.  Indeed  I  cannot 
'  doubt  of  finding  in  this  houfe  of  commons  the 

*  fame  affedlionate  attachment  to  my  perfon  and, 

*  government,  as  I  have  always  hitherto  experi' 

*  enced  from  my  faithful  commons* 

My  Lords  and  Gentlemen^ 
*  It  is  with  great  fatisfadion  that  I  now  find 
myfelf  enabled  to  rejoice  with  you,  upon  the 
relief  which  the  poorer  fort  of  my  people  are 
now  enjoying,  from  the  dittrefs  which  they  had 
fo  long  laboured  under  from  the  high  price  of 

*  corn.     At  the  fame  time  that  we  are  bound  de- 

*  voutly  to  acknowlege  in   this  inftance   the  gra- 

*  cious  interpofition  of  providence,  it  will  become 

*  us  to  apply  the  beft  precautions,  that  human 

*  wifdom  can  fugged,  for  guarding  againft  the 
'  return  of  the  late  calamity.     In  the  choice  how- 

*  ever  of  proper  means  for  that  purpofe,  you  can- 

*  not  proceed  with  too  great  circumfpedion. 
'  I  have  nothing  further  to  recommend  to  you, 

*  than  that,  in  all  your  deliberation,  you  keep  up 

*  a  fpirit  of  harm.ony  among  yourfelves.     What- 

*  ever  differences  of  opinion  may  prevail  in  other 

*  points,  let  it  appear,   that  wherever  the  intereft 

*  of  your  country  is  immediately  concerned,  you 
'  are  all  ready  to  unite.     Such  an  example  from 

*  you  cannot  fail  of  having  the  bell  effcdis  from 

*  the  temper  of  my  people  in  every  part  of  my 
^  dominions  ;  and  can  alone  produce  that  general 

*  union   among  ourfelves,    which  will  render  us 

*  properly  refpected  abroad,  and  happy  at  home.* 

An  addrefs,  in  the  iifual  form,  was  moved  and 
ftconded,  and  carried.     Warm  debates  however 

arofc 
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arofe  upon  fome  parts  of  it;    and  many  fevere 
ftridtures  were  made  upon  the  condud  of  admini- 
llration,  in  relpedt  both  to  foreign  affairs  and  thofe 
of  the  colonies.     The  dangerous  breach  of  treaty, Mr.  ^ar^^* 
and  violation  of  the  general  tranquillity,  by  the 
invafion  of  Corjica^  and  the  fpreading  and  baneful 
influence  of  the  family  compa6fc,  were  ftrongly  in- 
lifted  upon  by  Mr.  Burke.      A  total  negled:  of 
our  foreign  interefts,  as  well  as  of  thofe  in  which 
the  general  fafety  of  Europe  was  concerned,   was 
warmly  urged;   and  among  many  inftances,  the 
injuries  fuftained  by  our  commerce  in  Portugal,  and  Mr.  Gntti 
the  non-refidence  of  feveral  of  our  foreign   mi-*^^''** 
nifters  at  the  courts  to  which  they  v^rere  appointed, 
were  brought  in  proof  by  Mr,  Grenville. 

To  theie,  and  others,  it  was  anfwered,  that 
addreffes  were  to  be  confidered  as  matters  of  form ; 
in  a  great  meafure  complimentary,  and  declarative 
of  loyalty  and  thanks.  That  any  difagreeable 
llrictures  in  a  form  of  that  nature,  which  was  to  be 
immediately  circulated  throughout  Europe,  would 
give  foreigners  a  prejudicial  idea  of  the  harmony 
that  fubfifted  between  the  king  and  his  parliament. 
And  that  there  was  fufficient  time  to  examine  into 
the  condudt  of  adminiftration,  and  to  cenfure  any 
exceptionable  parts  of  it,  in  the  regular  courfe  of 
parliamentary  bufmefs. 

The  addrefs  was  agreed  to,  and  is  ais  follows, 

*  Mofi  Gracious  Sovereign, 

*  We,  your  Majefly's  moft  dutiful  and  loyal  Addrefs, 

*  fubjeds,  the  Commons  of  Great-Britain,  in  par- 
'  liament    alTembled,    return   your  Majefty   our 

*  humble  thanks  for  your  moft  gracious  fpeech 

*  from  the  throne  : 

*  And  beg  leave  to  congratulate  your  Majefty 

*  upon  the  fafe  delivery  of  the  Queen,  and  the 
'  birth  of  another  princefs  5  an  event  which  mud 

*  afford 
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*  afford  the  greateil  comfort  to  all  your  Majefly's 

*  fubje^ls,  as  it  is  anincreafe  of  your  own  domeftic 

*  felicity,  and  an  additional  fecurity  that  the  blef- 

*  fings  we  enjoy   under  your  Majeity's  aufpicious 

*  government  will  be  continued  to  our  laced  pof- 

*  terity.  .  . 

*  We  afllire  your  Majedy,   that,  duly  fenfible 

*  of  the  importance  of  thofe  great  commercial  in- 

*  terefts  pointed  out  to  us  by  your  Majefty,  we 

*  will,  with  all  convenient  difpatch,   enter  upon 

*  the  confideration  of  them^   and  will  ufe  our  ut- 

*  moll  endeavours  to  adjuft  and  regulate  them  in 

*  fuch  manner  as  may  be  productive  of  folid  and 
'  lading  advantages  to  the  public. 

*  We  mod  gratefully  acknowlege  your  Majedy's 

*  paternal  regard  for  the  eafe  and  welfare  of  your 

*  people,  which  has   made  you  ever  defirous  of 

*  continuing  to  them  the  bleffings  of  peace  ;   at 

*  the   fame  time,  we  entirely  rely  on  your  Ma- 

*  j^fty's  condant  and  watchful  atteation  to  the 

*  general  intereds  oi  Europe  ;  and  feel  the  highed 

*  fatisfa6lion  from  your  gracious  declaration,   that 

*  no  confideration  (liall  prevail  on  your  Majedy  to 

*  differ  any  attempt  which  may  be  made,  deroga- 

*  tory  to  the  honour  of  your  crowli,  or  injurious 

*  to  the  rights  of  your  people. 

*  We  fincerely  lament,  that  the  arts  of  wicked 

*  and  defigning  men  diould  have  been  able  to  re- 

*  kindle  that  flame  of  fedition  in  fome  of  your 

*  Majedy's  colonies  in  Ncrtl^  America^  which,  at 

*  the  clofe  of  the  late  parliament,  your  Majedy 

*  faw  reafon  to  hope  was  well  nigh  extinguiflied. 

*-  We  diail  be  ever  ready  to  hear  and  redrefs 

*  any  real  grievance  of  your  Majedy's  American 

*  fubjedts  •,  but  we  fliould  betray  the  trud  repofed 

*  in  us,  if  we  did  not  withdahd  every  attempt  to 
!  infringe  or  weaken  our  jud  rights  ;  and  we  diall 

*  always  confider  it  as  one  of  our  mod  important 

*  duties,  to  maintain  entire  and  inviolate  the  fu- 

*  preme 
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'  preme  authority  of  the  legiilature  of  Great-Bri- 

*  tain  over  every  part  of  the  Britijh  empire. 

*  We  beg  leave  to  prefent  our  moft  dutiful 

*  thanks  to  your  Majefty,  for  having  taken  fuch 

*  fteps  as  you  judged  necefTary  for  fupporting  the 

*  Conflitution,  and  for  repreffing  that  fpiric  of  fac- 

*  tion  and  difobedience,  which,  in  the  chief  town 

*  of  one  of  your  Majefty's  colonies,  appears  to 

*  have  proceeded  even  to  a6ls  of  violence,  in  di- 
'  red  defiance  of  all  legal  authority;  and  we  will, 

*  by  every  means  in  our  power,   chearfully  and 

*  zealoufly  fupport  your  Majefty  in  all  fuch  future 

*  meafures  as  fhall  be  found  requifite  to  enforce 
'  a  due  obedience  to  the  laws,    reftore  order  and 

*  good  government  where  they  have  been  dif- 

*  turbed,  and  to  eftablifli   the  conftitutional  de- 

*  pendance  of  the   colonies  on  Great  Britain^  fo 

*  eflential  to  the  intereft  and  profperity  of  both. 

'  With  hearts  full  of  gratitude  to  the  divine 

*  goodnefs,  we  partake  of  the  joy  which  fills  your 
'  Majefty's  royal  breaft,  on  feeing  the  poorer  fort 

*  of  your  people  relieved  from  the  diftrefs  which 

*  they  have  lately  fuffered  by  the  high  price  ot 

*  corn  ;  and  we  will,  by  every  prudent  meafure, 
'  endeavour  to  guard  as  far  as  in  us  lies  againft 

*  the  return  of  that  calamity. 

'  Your  faithful  Commons  will  with  the  utmoft 

*  zeal  and  alacrity  grant  to  your  Majefty  every 

*  neceffary  fupply ;  and  ftudy  to  manifeft  in  all 
'  their  proceedings  that  uniform  attachment  to 
'  the  public  good,  which  your  Majefty  is  graci- 

*  oufly  pleafed  to  recommend  to  them,  and  of 

*  which,  your  Majefty's  own  condudl  furnifties  an 

*  illuftrious  example.' 

The    KING'S  Anjwer,  \ 

Gentlemen^ 

*  I  return  you  my  hearty  thanks  for  your  very 

*  dutiful  and  afte6lionate  addrefs. 

Vol.  YIII.  D  The 
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*  The  attachment  which  you  manifeft  to  me 

*  and  my  family,   in  your  congratulations  upon 

*  the  fafe  delivery  of  the  Queen,  and  the  birth  of 

*  another  princefs,  is  extremely  acceptable  to  me* 

*  Nothing  can  afford  me  greater  fatisfa6i-,ion  than 

*  the  afTurances  you  give  me  of  applying  your 

*  earneft  attention  to  the  relief  of  my  people; 

*  and  your  refolution  to  maintain  the  authority  of 

*  the  legiflature  over  all  the  dominions  of  my 

*  crown.' 

A  bill  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  corn,  &c. 
*nd  the  extradion  of  fpirits  from  wheat,  was 
brought  in^  and  pafTed. 

On  the  14th  of  November  a  petition  from  John 
IVilkes^  Efq;  a  reprefentative  of  the  county  of 
MsddlefeXy  was  prefented  to  the  houfe  by  Sir  Jofepb 
Mawhey^  bart. 

^0  the  Honourable  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain  in 
Parliament  ajfembled^ 

rhe  humble  Petition  ^/  JOHN  WILKES,  ^/^j 

SHeweth,  that  m  April  i']6^  your  petitioner, 
then  a  member  of  the  honourable  houfe  of 
commons,  was  by  a  general  warrant  apprehended 
and  carried  before  the  two  principal  fecretaries  of 
Hate  ;  that  he  applied  by  his  friends  to  the  court 
of  Common  Pleas  for  a  Habeas  Corpus,  which  was 
ordered  to  iffue  immediately  ;  of  this  he  acquaint- 
ed the  faid  fecretaries  at  his  examination  by  them, 
who  notwithftanding  committed  your  petitioner  a 
clofe  prifoner  to  the  'Tower^  although  charged  on- 
ly with  a  mifdemeanor  ;  that  for  three  days  no 
perfon  was  fufFered  to  have  accefs  to  him ;  that 
his  houfe  was  plundered,  his  bureaus  broke  open^ 
and  his  papers  carried  away  under  the  faid  generaj 

warrant 
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warrant  -,  that  after  his  difchar^e  from  the  Tower 
by  the  unanimous  judgment  or  the  court  of  Com- 
mon Pleas,  he  was  ferved  with  a  fubpoena  from  the 
court  of  King^s  Bench  upon  an  information  ^  that 
counter-notices,  figned  fummoning  officer,  were 
fent  to  feveral  of  his  jury  only  the  day  before  the 
trials ;  that  neverthelefs  the  trials  came  on  the  day 
fixed  ;  that  the  records  were  materially  altered  at 
lord  Mansfield's  houfe  by  his  lordfhip's  orders, 
againft  the  confent  of  your  petitioner's  folicitor, 
only  the  evening  before  the  trials,  without  the 
knowledge  of  your  petitioner,  he  being  detained 
abroad  at  that  time  by  illnefs  ;  that  the  papers 
feized  under  the  faid  general  warrant  were  pro- 
duced as  evidence  on  his  trials  ;  that  Philip  Carta- 
ret  Wehh^  Efq;  then  folicitor  to  the  Treafury,  fub- 
orned  and  bribed  with  the  public  money  one 
Michael  Curry,  to  give  evidence  againft  your  pe- 
titioner at  the  trials  according  to  the  diredlions  of 
the  faid  PFebl? ;  that  your  petitioner  was  in  March 
laft  eleded  knight  of  the  ihire  for  the  county  of 
MiddlefeXy  in  April  appeared  before  the  court  of 
King's  Bench,  when  the  faid  court  committed  him 
to  the  King^s  Bench  prifon  ;  and  that  in  June  he 
was  fentenced  to  a  farther  imprifonment  of  twenty 
two  months  in  the  faid  prifon,  where  your  petiti- 
oner now  is. 

That  your  petitioner  fubmits  the  whole  of  his 
cafe  to  the  wifdom  and  juftice  of  this  honourable 
houfe,  in  the  full  perfualion  of  having  an  effedlual 
and  fpeedy  redrefs  of  all  his  grievances. 

And  your  petitioner,  as  in  duty  bound,  fliall 
ever  pray. 

From  the  King's  Bench  Prifon, 
Novembers,  1768. 

This  petition  furnifhed  an  occaGon  for  the  me- 
morable proceedings  which  followed.  At  firft  it 
was  afierted  by  the  Minifter  in  the  Houfe  of  Com- 

D  2  mons^ 
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mons,  that  Mr.  Wilkes  fhould  prove  every   part 
of  his  petition.     This  produced  an  order  for  the 
proper  officers  to  lay  before  the  houfe  a  copy  of 
the  proceedings  upon   the  feveral  informations  in 
the  court  of  King's  Bench,   againft    Mr.  F/ilkes ; 
after  which  the  journals   and  tefolutions  of  the 
houfe  upon  that  fubjed  in  the  year   1763  being 
examined,  a  day  was  appointed  for  the  hearing  of 
the  matter  of  the  petition,  and  alfo  of  the  pro- 
ceedings in  the  court  of  King's  Bench,  of  which 
notice  was  ordered  to  be  given  to  Mr.  JVilkes^  and 
a  great  number  of  perfons  who  were  concerned  as 
adtors  or  witneiTes  in  thefe  tranfadions,  among  whom 
was  Mr,  Webb ^  late    Secretary  to  the  Treafury, 
and  againfl  whom  a  heavy  charge  was  laid  in  the 
petition,  were  ordered  to  attend  the  houfe  at  the 
fame  time.     But  in  a  few  days  the  minifter  chang- 
ed his  mind,  and  did  not  chufe  that  all  the  allega- 
tions in  the  petition  fhould  be  proved.     Accord- 
ingly when  a  motion  was  made  for  an  addrefs  to 
his  majefty  that  the  auditor  of  the  imprefl  fhould 
lay  before  the  Houfe  copies  of  all  fuch  accounts  as 
had  been  pafTed,  declared,  or  received,  from  Phi- 
lip Carteret  Wehb^  Efq-,  fmce  Midfummer  1762, 
it  pafTed  in  the  negative.     In  the  mean  time  Mr. 
Webb  petitioned  for  an   opportunity  to  vindicate 
himfelf  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe,  from  the  charges 
that  were  made  againfl  him;  which  he  was  allowed 
to  do,  either  by  himfelf  or  his  counfel,  at  the  time 
of  hearing  the  matter  of  the  petition.     Applica- 
tion having  been  alfo  made  by   Mr.  Wilkes  for 
liberty  to  attend  the  Houfe,  in  order  to  fupport 
the  allegations   of  his  petition,    it  was  complied 
with,  and  liberty  of  council  allowed  him  for  that 
purpofe.     After  thefe  previous  Iteps  had  been  ta- 
ken, the  time  for  hearing  the  matter  of  the  peti- 
tion, which  had  been  originally  fixed  for  the  2d 
of  December,  was  however  put  off  to  the  .12th 

of 
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of  the  fame  month ;  after  which  it  was  finally  ad- 
journed to  the  27th  of  January  1769. 

On  the  17th  of  November  a  motion  was  mad€^^°^^°"°» 
by  H,  Seymour,  Efq;  that  copies  of  all  the  cor- 
refpondence  between  the  fecretaries  of  ftate,  and 
our  minifters  at  the  court  of  France,  relative  to  the 
affairs  of  Corfica,  from  the  iftof  January  1767, 
fhould  be  laid  before  the  houfe ;  and  alfo  copies  of 
all  inftrudlions  to  any  of  the  faid  minifters,  and 
of  all  memorials  and  reprefentations  to  or  from 
the  faid  court,  with  the  feveral  anfwers  thereunto, 
upon  the  fubje6t. 

This  motion,  though  carried  in  the  negative, 
produced  a  long  difcufnon  upon  the  affairs  of  Cor- 
fica. On  one  fide  it  was  reprefented  as  a  place  of 
no  manner  of  importance  5  deftitute,  though  an 
ifland,  of  a  good  harbour,  and  an  acquifition  that 
would  rather  prove  a  mifchief  than  a  benefit  to 
France.  Under  fuch  a  defcription,  it  was  not  dif- 
ficult to  fhew  the  abfurdity  of  entering  into  a  war 
in  any  fituation,  for  an  obje£l  of  fo  little  confe- 
quence;  but  in  our  prefent  circumftances,  loaded 
as  we  already  are  with  a  heavy  debt,  the  folly  and 
madnefs  of  fuch  a  meafure  were  fo  glaring,  as  not 
to  admit  of  a  ferious  difcuffion. 

It  was  however  faid  on  the  other  hand,  that 
every  accefiion  of  power  to  France  was  dangerous 
to  this  country.  That  the  fituation  of  this  ifland 
in  the  Mediterranean,  made  it  particularly  fo,  and 
may  be  attended  with  the  moft  pernicious  efFefts 
to  our  commerce  in  that  fea,  befides  the  giving  to 
France  a  great  and  dangerous  influence  in  the  af- 
fairs of  Italy.  It  was  faid  that  England  had  paid 
a  conftant  attention  for  many  years,  to  the  pre- 
fervation  of  a  due  equilibrium  in  the  affairs  of 
Europe,  to  which  we  are  indebted  not  only  for  ^ 
fecuricy,  but  for  a  great  part  of  our  national  power 
,^nd  influence.  That  inftead  of  defcending  to  a^ 
pjinute  calculation  of  the  exadt  value  of  Corfica, 

P  3  ^ 
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Of  rating  it  at  a  chapman's  price  inafale  to  France, 
we  were  to  confider  this  invafion  as  a  violent  breach 
of  treaty,  and  fubverfive  of  that  equilibrium.  The 
fadt  as  to  the  harbours  was  denied;  as  to  the  dan- 
ger of  a  war  with  France,  it  was  faid,  that  if  fhe 
was  prepared  and  willing  to  come  to  fuch  an  extre- 
mity, for  a  matter  of  no  confequence  or  value, 
we  might  look  upon  the  war  as  already  declared, 
as  the  want  of  a  pretence  could  not  give  a  mo- 
ment's delay.  It  pafTed  in  the  negative. 
Motion  for  A  motion  was  alfo  made  for  an  addrefs,  that 
papers.  xhQj^Q  be  laid  before  the  houfe,  copies  of  all  appli- 
cations from  the  civil  magiftrates  to  the  war-office 
for  troops,  and  of  all  orders  and  letters  to  the  troops 
employed,  or  to  the  officers  commanding  them  ; 
and  alio  copies  of  the  feveral  reports  made  to  the 
war-office  from  fuch  officers,  during  the  riots  in 
the  month  of  May  laft. 

The  defign  of  this  motion  was  to  enquire  into 
the  caufes  of  the  late  malTacre  in  St.  George's 
Fields;  it  was  therefore  oppofed  by  the  whole 
weight  of  adminiflration.  A  warm  difcuffion  con- 
fequently  arofe,  in  which  many  parts  of  the  con- 
du6t  then  obferved  were  fevercly  cenfured.  Many 
gentlemen  thought,  that  though  in  fome  inftances 
fome  meafures  of  government  could  not  eafily  be 
defended  •,  yet  that  in  the  prefent  temper  of  the 
times,  too  minute  an  enquiry  into  the  a6ls  of  go- 
vernment upon  that  occaficn,  or  any  public  cen- 
fure  palTed  upon  them,  might  ferve  too  much  to 
lower  it  in  the  public  opinion,  and  to  increafe 
that  licentioufnefs  which  was  already  too  prevalent 
among  the  populace.  On  this  principle,  many  in 
oppofition  either  remained  neuter,  or  fell  in  with 
adminiflration.  The  motion  was  accordingly,  upon 
a  divifion,  palled  in  the  negative  by  a  very  great 
majority. 

A  motion  was  afterwards  made  for  an  addrefs, 
that  copies  of  all  the  royal  letters  patent,  charters, 
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and  commifTions,  now  fubfifting  and  in  force  rekf 
tive  to  any  of  the  American  colonies,  with  copies 
of  all  orders  and  inflrudions  which  had  been  given 
by  or  in  the  name  of  his  prefent  majefty,  to  any 
officers  civil  or  military  in  regard  to  their  governrf 
inent,  fhould  be  laid  before  the  houfe.  Which 
pafTed  in  the  negative  j  as  did  another  motion  made 
on  the  fame  day,  for  copies  of  all  letters  and  affi-' 
davits,  which  had  been  received  lince  the  firft  of 

January,  1766,  relative  to  any  difputes  or  diftur^ 
ances  in  America. 

The  merits  of  the  difputed  eledlions,  many  of 
which  were  violently  contefted,  *  took  np  fo  much 
time,  that  though  the  houfe  continued  fitting  till 
the  2 2d  of  December,  thefe  were  the  only  public 
matters  of  moment  that  came  before  them.  It 
was  then  adjourned  to  the  i^th  of  the  following 
January. 

On  Monday  the  23d  of  January  1769,  a  motiony^fip^-'^ar* 
was  made  by  Jofeph Martin,  Efq;  "  That  John'"* ^^^* 
Wilkes  Efq-,  tho'  convidted  of  publiihing  an  in- 
famous libel,  is  entitled  to  the  privilege  of  the 
Houfe."  He  opened  this  in  a  very  genteel  man- 
ner; obferved  it  was  not  the  caufe  of  Mr.  Wilkes 
he  pleaded,  but  of  the  whole  houfe;  that  he  him- 
felf  had  no  acquaintance  with  that  gentleman  ;  had 
voted  againft  him  at  his  eledtions,  and  mentioned  ^ 

his  nai?ie  only  as  neceflary  to  bring  on  a  queflioa 
of  fo  much  importance  to  the  very  being  of  the 
houfe  —  it  was  true  a  vote  had  pafled  in  the  laft 
parliament,  that  privilege  of  parliament  did  no| 
txttnd  to  writing  and  publijhing  libels y  but  that  it; 
was  neceflary  the  perfon  fhould  be  both  writer  and 
fuUiJher  -rr- '  that  if  privilege  was  taken  away  for 
publijhing  only,  no%  a  member  of  the  houfe  cou'd 
be  fafe.  He  hoped  the  houfe  wou'd  take  it  into 
their  ferious  confideration,  for  it  was  ;he  c^ufe  of 
P  4  the 

^  The  chief  of  tbefe  was  Cumberland.  Henry  Jletchr^  Efqj 
was  declared  duly  ele(5ted,  inftead  of  Sir  James  Ld^tber.  And  the 
IhenflP  was  cenfured  for  his  condu^  in  this  ele^Vonj  whicli  is  ful* 
|y  i^ated  in  the  fubfe^uent  account  of  this  (eifion,    ' 
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the  whole  ;  and  a  vote  taking  away  his  privilege, 
would  ftrike  a  fatal  blow  at  the  liberty  of  parha- 
ment. 

Lord  North.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  got  up  and 
faid  he  was  glad  the  gentleman  had  made  fuch  a 
motion  -,  that  it  was  exceeding  proper  to  have  this 
affair  fettled  before  Friday  next,  when  Mr.  JVtlkes 
was  to  be  brought  down  prifoner  to  the  houfe,  as 
it  would  be  exceeding  improper  to  bring  him  down 
in  that  manner  if  intitled  to  privilege ;  it  therefore 
fhould  be  difcuffed  before  that  day,  but  the  gen- 
tleman's defcription  of  Mr.  Wilkes  did  not  fuffi- 
ciently  defcribe  him,  he  therefore  moved  that  it 
fhould  be  added  to  the  motion  and  for  fuhlijhing 
an  chfcene  impious  lihel^  &c. 

This  alteration  of  the  motion  entirely  changed 
the  quellion  in  debate,  as  it  now  became  the  quef- 
tion,  whether  Mr.  Wilkes  only  in  fuch  circum- 
llances  was  intitled  to  privilege,  and  not  general  as 
it  flood  before,, on  which  Mr.  Martin^  and  thofe 
who  fupported  his  motion,  deiired  to  drop  it  j  but 
the  miniftry,  finding  the  ilrength  of  the  ground 
they  were  got  on,  wou'd  not  fuffer  it. 

CoX.Luttreiu  Qolon^iLuttrell  began  a  fet  fpeech  (the  quef- 
tion  now  in  debate  was  whether  the  motion  fhould 
be  amended  or  not),  obferved  that  he  alone  had  in 
the  former  felTions  of  parliament  mentioned  the 
name  of  Wilkes^  that  if  the  houfe  had  then  en- 
tered on  that  bufmefs,  it  had  prevented  feveral  dif- 
agreeable  confequences  which  had  fince  happened 
—  that  the  nation  was  on  the  brink  of  ruin  thro' 
the  means  of  that  grand  incendiary  ;  that  the  law, 
which  for  pre-eminence  was  called  learned,  had 
fufFered  in  the  opinion  of  the  whole  nation,  either 
for  its  inadlivity  or  infufiiciency.  The  miniftry 
disjointed,  had  never  dared  to  adl  with  that  be- 
coming fpirit  which  the  dignity  of  the  crown  re- 
quired ;  tho'  great  ones  abetting  fadion,  and  the 
liule  ones  immerfcd  in  fedition Wilkes  the  dar- 
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ing,  wicked,  infamous  incendiary  —  JVilkes^  not 
yet  crulhed,  nay  lb  far  from  it,  feeming  to  rife  on 
his  own  or  the  nation's  ruin.  He  would  give  the 
houfe  a  hiftory  of  that  man's  adions  —  he  begun 
his  carreer  by  that  moft  daring  of  papers  the  North 
Briton,  in  which  he  had  endeavoured  to  overthrow 
the  Union,  to  create  divifions  between  the  united 

kingdoms,  and  laftly  to  infult  majefty  itfelf 

he  then  proceeded  to  give  an  account  of  his  follow- 
ing a6tions,  but  was  called  to  order  by  Sir  George 
Savile,  who  very  juilly  obferved,  that  the  hiftory 
of  iVlr.  JVilkes's  life  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
queftion,  that  the  gentleman  told  the  ilory  very 
prettily,  but  might  as  well  tell  any  other  ftory,  the 
queftion  being  an  affair  that  concerned  the  houfe. 

Colonel  Luttrdl  went  on  again  in  the  fame 
ftrain,  call'd  Wilkes  an  infernal  parricide-,  was  called 
to  order  again,  and  much  perfonal  abufe  palled ; 
however  the  queftion  was  put  and  carried  for  the 
alteration  165  to  ji. 

As  foon  as  this  divifion  was  over,  it  was  moved 
that  in  the  votes,  the  motion  might  ftand  as  firft 
made  by  Mr.  Martin  with  his  name  to  it,  as  elfe 
the  world,  who  knew  he  had  made  a  motion,  would 
fuppofe  that  he  had  made  it  as  it  ftood  alter'd  by 
the  houfe,  which  might  hurt  his  character  in  the 
world,  his  motion  being  a  public  one,  for  public 
purppfes  only ;  that  the  motion  as  it  now  ftood, 
not  having  any  of  thofe  requifites,  but  feeming 
perfonal  he  could  wilTi  to  have  no  hand  in  it ;  that 
lb  large  a  majority  having  agreed  to  the  alteration, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Ihould  have  all 
the  honour  of  it  to  himfelf. 

But  the  Cha.ncellor  of  the  Exchequer  modeftly 
declined.  The  arguments  againft  this  motion 
were,  that  the  freedom  of  debate  ftiould  be  as  fa- 
cred  as  polTible,  every  ad  of  any  particular  mem- 
ber, when  adopted  by  the  houfe,  was  the  ad  of  the 
whole  houfe,    and  as  fuch  ihould  be  confidered 

abroad. 
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abroad,  that  the  votes  were  an  abftrad  publifhed 
to  the  world  of  the  proceedings  of  the  whole  houfe, 
and  fhould  not  tend  to  throw  a  particular  blame 
or  honour  on  any  perfon  •,  that  in  the  journals  the 
Hate  of  the  cafe  would  be  feen  at  large,  which  was 
fufficient  to  eftablifh  any  member's  charafter  to 
pofterity.  The  houfe  divided  on  the  queftion, 
52  for  it  and  95  againft  it. 

Jan,  24,  The  eledion  for  Bewdley,  Sir  Edward 
Winnington  declared  by  the  houfe  to  be  duly  elec- 
ted inftead  of  the  honourable  Mr.  Lyttelton, 

Jan,  25,  The  papers  relating  to  the  troubles  in 
North  America  read.  A  petition  from  the  council 
at  Bofton  was  produced  by  Mr.  'Trecothick  :  it  oc- 
cafioned  a  debate  whether  it  fhould  be  received, 
the  miniftry  confented  it  fhould  on  a  provifo  that 
it  fhould  be  underflood  not  as  the  petition  of  the 
council,  which  did  not  now  exifl,  but  as  the  peti- 
tion of  private  men. 

Mr.  Grenville  was  againft  its  being  received  at  all, 
.  as  the  prayer  at  the  end  of  it,  to  reftore  their  char- 
ters^ rights^  and  repeal  the  revenue  alis^  feemed  £atly 
to  deny  the  power  of  parliament  to  tax  them. 

Mr.  Conway  faid  this  conclufion  could  not  be 
drawn  well,  as  they  had  prayed  only  for  the  repeal 
of  the  ads,  which  any  town  in  England  might 
do,  without  denying  the  power  of  parliament. 

The  houfe  agreed  in  this  conftru6lion  and  re- 
ceived the  petition  \  but  then,  by  an  unaccountable 
meafure,  ordered  it  by  a  majority  131  to  73,  to  lye 
on  the  table,  or,  in  other  wordsr,  never  again  to  be 
thought  of. 

Jan,  26,  Sir  George  Saville  prefented  a  petition 
from  JVilUam  Bollan  Efq;  of  Bofton,  againft  fome 
refolutions  and  addrefs  the  lords  had  lent  down:  a 
long  debate  enfued  whether  it  fhould  be  received 
or  no;  it  was  argued  by  the  miniftry  that  it  was. 
very  long  and  would  take  up  much  time  to  read 
twice  overj  that  it  contained  law  arguments,  which 

the 
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the  houfe  were  not  good  judges  of,  and  that  it  was 
prefented  at  an  unufual  time,  being  whilft  a  refo- 
ludon  only  of  the  houfe  was  debating. 

The  oppofition  had  clearly  the  advantage  in 
argument-,  the  length  of  a  petition  being  no  rea- 
fon  againft  the  complaint  of  a  fubjedl  reaching  the 
commons,  who  alone  could  redrefs  the  evil  —  that 
the  arguments  it  contained  could  be  no  objedtion 
if  good  ones  —  if  bad  ones,  the  houfe  would  pay 
no  fort  of  attention  to  them  —  and  that  no  time 
was  fo  proper  to  petition  as  when  a  grievance  was 
about  to  afFe6l  the  fubjedV  by  refolutions.  The 
right  of  the  fubjedb  to  petition  was  indifputable 
—  the  petition  was  regular  in  every  refpedt  —  and 
the  particular  time  it  was  prefented,  the  only  time 
it  could  have  any  effed  —  on  the  divifion,  for  the 
miniftry  236  againfl:  105. 

The  grand  debate  then  commenced  on  the  North 
American  affairs.  Some  refolutions  and  an  addrefs 
were  produced  fent  down  from  the  Lords,  and  de- 
firing  the  concurrence  of  the  Commons.  The  re- 
folutions contained  a  number  of  general  reflexions 
and  criminal  charges ;  but  whatever  was  origi- 
nally intended  by  thofe  who  framed  thefe  refoluti- 
ons, another  and  quite  different  meafure  was  grafted 
on  them  by  another  part  of  the  miniftry ;  viz.  An 
addrefs  containing  a  full  approbation  of  the  Mi- 
niftry's  proceedings  in  refped  to  North  America, 
and  a  defire  that  the  King  would  order  any  of  the 
North  Americans  guilty  of  high  treafon,to  be  fent 
over  to  England  to  be  tried  here. 

The  debate  was  very  fine  indeed  ;  not  one  bad 
fpeaker  in  it. —  Lord  Norths  the  Attorney  and  So- 
licitor General^  Mr.  Price^  Mr.  Huffey^  Mr.  By- 
Jon^  principally  for  the  queftion  —  Sir  G.  Savile, 
Mr.  Burke ^  Mr.  Dowdefwelly  Col.  Barre,  and  Mr, 
Greuville^  Mr.  Beckfordy  Mr.  Fulki\  and  Gover- 
Viov  Pownall  2ig^\n^\u      ' 

'    §.  Th^ 
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rebates  on     'pi^g  miniftry  fhewed  what  they  had  done  and 
rkan  Af-    intended  to  do — that  on  the  reprefentation  of  Gov. 
fairs.        Bernard   and  the  commiflioners  of  the  cu'ftoms, 
they  had  ordered  troops  and  fhips  to  Bofton,  by 
whofc    affiftance   every    thing   was    now    quiet; 
that  they   intended  to  keep  them  there  — that  by 
not  repealing  the  tax   bills  they  would  Ihew  to 
North  America,   their  intentions  to  be  fleadily 
and  firmly  their  mailers  — that  by  bringing  over 
the    culpable,   they    hoped  to    ftrike   a    greater 
terror  than  any  trials  could  do  in  that  country, 
where  it  would  be  impofiible  to  get  a  jury  not  in- 
volved in  the  fame  guilt  — and  feveral  law  argu- 
iBents  to  fhew  that  theadt  of  35  Hen.  VIII.  fubfifted 
in  full  force  againfl  the  North  Americans. 
;    On  the  other  fide  it  was  held,  that  there  did  not 
appear  that  necefilty  to  fend  fuch  a  force ;  that  the. 
miniftry  had  too  lightly  taken  reports  for  truths  \ 
that  however,  if  there  were  that  necefllty,  the  mini- 
ftry had  not  done  enough  in  fending  a  force  to 
Bofton  only,  as  by  the  letters  of  Commodore  Hood^ 
all  the  continent  appeared  in  an  equal  flame  —that 
keeping  the  tax  bills  in  force  could  anfwer  no  good 
purpofe,  as  the  revenue  they  brought  in  was  trifling 
^nd  the  expence  of  the  troops  great  — that  if  we 
were,  to  fight  for  America,  it  would  be  better  to 
pafs  again  the  ftamp-a6l  and  fight  forfomething — 
that  as   to  addrefllng  the  King  to  bring  over  the 
culpable  to  be  tried  in  England,  'twas  a  futile  and 
arbitrary  meafure— the  fuddennefs  of  a  judgment 
might  have  a  good  efifedi:;  but  to  bring  a  man  a 
thoufand  leagues  would  take  fome  time  ;   when 
he  arrived,  and  heard  what  he  was  charged  with 
he  then  muft  have  time  to  fend  to  North  America, 
for  his  witnefl^es,  wjiich  would  occafion  fi.]ch  delays 
that  all  North  America  might  be  loft  or  won  be- 
fore he  could  come  to  his  trial  —  the  inhumanity 
of  bringing  prifoners  fo  far  ^   the  expences  even  aa 
acquital  muft  fubjed;  them  to,  and  the  fpirit  of  the 

trial 
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trial  by  juries  of  neighbours  intirely  ruined  by  fuch 
a  meafure  were  urg;ed  —  and  to  addrefs  the  kingr  to 
do  fuch  an  injuftice  mufl  found  odd  to  the  world. 

Upon  the  whole,  it  appeared  that  the  miniftry 
had  ad:ed  vigoroufly  enough  in  fending  the  troops, 
and  in  the  orders  given  to  the  governors,  &c.  to 
difTolve  the  affembies,  but  then  the  danger  the 
commifTioners  thought  themfelves  in  feemed  mag- 
nified —  the  addrefs  to  petition  the  King  that  the 
delinquents  might  take  their  trial  here  was  unjuft  to 
thehigheft  degree  j  the  ad  of  Hen.  VIII.  contrary, 
in  its  utmoft  extent,  to  the  fpirit  of  our  laws,  and 
not  very  clearly  in  force  now. 

Gov.  Pownall went  into  a  particular  examination  ^J^'^' 
of  the  refolutions  in  the  light  of  a  bill  of  indid- 
ment  proposed  to  be  found  by  a  grand  inqueft.  He 
fhew'd  that  the  charge  contained  in  tlie  firft  refo- 
lution  went  upon  a  total  miflake  of  the  evidence  ' 
brought  to  fupport  it,  fo  grofs  as  to  accufe  the  houfe 
of  reprefentatives  at  Bofton,  of  coming  to  a  pofi- 
tive  refolution  which  had  received  its  negative  in 
that  very  houfe,  and  was  not  upon  their  journals, 
although  the  refolution  propofed  by  the  houfe  of 
commons  referred  to  it  as  if  really  there  exifting; 
that  the  charge  brought  againft  the  council  and 
magiftrates  in  the  3d  and  4th,  that  they  had  aban- 
doned the  town  to  riots,  which  continued  for  a 
confiderable  time,  was  not  a  true  bill — for  the  riot 
was  a*  fudden,  unpremeditated,  temporary  atfray, 
and  over,  before  the  magiftrates  could  interpofe, 
and  that  they  did  afterwards  enter  into  an  enquiry 
of  the  caufes  and  authors  of  thofe  diforders:  on 
the  7th  and  8th,  refolutions  charging  the  people 
of  the  province  with  confpiring  to  ufurpations  of 
the  powers  of  government  and  the  fetting  up  of 
new  and  unconftitutional  authority  independent  of 
the  crown  of  Great  Britain  by  ijfuing  writs  to  call 
a  convention  of  the  ftates —  He  fhewed  that  thofe 
who  drew  this  refolution 3  did  not  know  what  a  writ 

was— 
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was  —  he  fhew'd  what  a  writ  was  by  producing 
the  form  of  one  as  fettled  by  the  law  of  that 
country  and  confirmed  here  by  the  Crown--he 
allowed  that  if  the  feled-men  of  Bofton  had  ifilied 
writs,  it  would  have  been  an  ufurpation,  if  not 
treafonable  —  having  fo  far  convinced  the  miniftry- 
gentlemen,  that  their  charge  was  falfe  lb  as  that  they 
withdrew  it,  by  Lord  NortFs  propofing  to  amend 
this  refblution  with  the  words  writing  letters^  in- 
ftead  of  the  words  ijjuing  writs-—  Governor  Pownal 
fhew'd  that  the  feled:  men  were  authorized  by  the 
laws  of  their  country,  confirmed  by  the  Crown,  to 
write  fuch  letters,  defiring  other  towns  to  appoint 
committees  to  convene  v^ith  their  committee — He 
then  (hew'd  that  the  draughtfmen  of  thofe  propofed 
refolutions  had  equally  mifunderftood,  from  total 
ignorance,  the  nature  of  the  committees  which 
met,  when  they  call'd  them  Deputies  and  confider- 
ed  the  convention  of  fuch  committees  which  was  war- 
ranted by  law,  as  a  convention  of  flat  es^  which  wou'd 
have  been  treafonable— he  fhew'd  what  were  De- 
puties, what  Committees— and  not  only  juflify'd 
the  meeting  of  the  convention,  but  approved  their 
condu61:  when  met  as  highly  meritorious. 

Mr.  Dyfon,  Mr.  Dyfou  cndeavoured  to  parry  his  firfl  objec- 
tion to  the  firft  refolution  by  an  amendment  re- 
fpeding  the  date  of  the  afTembly's  refolve.  But 
the  Governor  ftill  infifted  that  there  was  no  fuch  re- 
folve exifiing :  however  they  fatisfied  themfelves 
with  this  alteration,  and  put  the  queftion. 

MuBurh.  Upon  this  Mr.  Burke  faid,  that  the  Gentleman 
who  made  the  objedion  had  infifted  that  there  was 
no  fuch  refolve  as  the  refolution  brought  its  charge 
againft,  and  hoped  the  miniftry  would  not  draw 
the  Houfe  of  Commons  into  a  pofitive  error  in  fad: 
—they  endeavoured  to  explain  this  away. 

Mr.  Grw-  But  Mr.  GrenvHk  got  up  and  faid,  this  was  a 
fliort  queftion,  between  the  gentleman  who  had 
made  the  objedion  and  the  miniftry — if  there  was 

any 
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any  fuch  refolution  on  the  journals  of  the  Bofton 
affembly  he  defired  it  might  be  read- -others  called 
out  read,  read — this  threw  the  whole  bench  of 
minifters  and  clerks  into  a  moft  ridiculous  confu- 
fion,  as  they  could  not  when  now  call'd  upon,  in 
the  face  of  the  houfe  find  any  fuch  :  the  bufinefs 
of  the  houfe  flood  ftill  •,  one  fide  laughing,  the  other 
fide  in  the  moft  fliameful  perplexity,  for  more 
than  a  quarter  of  an  hour. 

Under  this  ftate  of  perplexity,  Mr.  Baker  moved 
that  the  houfe  ihould  adjourn,  to  give  the  gentle- 
men time  to  produce  their  evidence. 

Governor  Pownal  then  fhew'd  them  how  their 
miftake  arofe ;  but  as  they  were  not  willing  to  own 
it,  they  refted  on  Mr.  Byfonh  amendment.  And 
the  chorus-men  who  at  proper  times  call  for  the 
queftion,  help'd  them  out  at  this  dead  lift,  by  an 
inceffant  recitative  of  the  words,  queftion^  quejtion^ 
quefiion.\ 

At  length,  at  4  o'clock  in  the  morning,  the 
whole  houfe  in  confufion,  laughing,  &c.  the  refolu- 
tions  and  addrefs  were  agreed  to.  Upon  which  a 
member  remarked,  it  was  indecent  to  bring  us 
refolves  ready  cut  and  dry'd,  only  for  the  drud- 
gery of  pafTing  them  — it  was  indecent  to  do  it  in 
the  confus'd  manner  we  did  it  —  it  was  indecent  to 
do  it  without  evidence,  and  highly  fo  to  anfwer  all 
argurnents  with  the  queftionl  the  queftion! 

Jan,  27.  The  debate  begun  by  a  motion  from  Mr.;ri/^ei's 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  Mr.  mikeis^'''''"'"' 
petition,  as  it  confifted  of  a  variety  of  parts,  ihould 
not  be  confidered  or  entered  into  in  the  whole,  but 
that  Mr.  Wilkes's  council  Ihould  confine  themfelves 
to  the  alteration  of  the  records,  and  the  accufation 
againft  Mr.  JVebh  for  fuborning  Carry— The 
arguments  for  the  motion  were,  that  as  to  the 
other  points,  viz.  general  warrants,  confinement  in 
the  tower,  fubpcena,  &c.  fome  of  them  had  been  de- 
termined already,  others  were  now  under  confider- 
ation  of  the  courts  below,  and  confequently,  as  he 

could 
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could  get  relief  for  thofe  things  there,  it  was  im- 
proper to  bring  them  before  the  houfe  —  that  as 
to  the  breaches  of  privilege,  he  continued,  as  they 
happened  during  the  laft  parliament,  they  could 
not  properly  be  call'd  fo  to  this  —  that  moft  of  the 
things  alluded  to  in  the  petition  were  not  deny'd, 
fo  there  was  no  necelTity  for  proving  them--The 
principal  fpeakers  were  Lord  Norths  the  Attorney 
General^  Mr.  Righy^  and  Sir  F,  Norton  (who  for 
his  good  fervices  that  day  was  to  receive  the  office 
of  Chief  Juftice  Eyre)  he  fpoke  very  well. 

The  argumejits  on  the  other  fide  were  chiefly 
that  as  the  petition  had  been  received,  the  whole 
ought  to  be  proved,  if  the  petitioner  thought  it  for 
his  advantage — that  one  proof  followed  another  fo 
dependently,  thaf  it  would  be  difficult  to  feparate 
them  ;  that  juftice,  humanity,  zeal  for  the  confti- 
tutionfhould  make  it  wifhed  for  to  examine  more 
carefully  thofe  points  which  had  indeed  been  proved 
to  an  inferior  court,  arid  which  could  only  get  redrefs 
in  the  houfe  of  Commons. 

Sir  George  Savile,  Mr.  Dowdefwell^  Mr.  Burke ^ 
Serjeant  Glynn^  and  Qo\.  Barre  were  the  beft  fpeak- 
ers on  this  fide,  and  many  bad  ones  on  both 
fides. 

Ux.Buric.  Mr,  Burke  obferved,  that  libels  were  punifhed 
very  partially  %  that  it  was  better  to  offend  and 
libel  the  conftitution  than  the  minifter ;  that  he  had 
three  or  four  in  his  pocket  in  which  the  revolution 
was  mentioned  as  the  vile  caufe  of  all  thefe  trou- 
bles, Magna  Charta  vilified  in  others,  the  Bill  of 
Rights  condemned,  and  in  fhort  every  part  of  our 
happy  Conftitution  attempted  to  be  overturned, 
yet  no  perfon  profecutcd  for  them. 

Ur\-B.\ghy,  Mr.  Righy  anfwered,  that  thofe  papers  (he  had 
but  read  one  of  them)  were  innocent,  as  they  hurt 
nobody. 

Col.  Bane,  Col.  Barre  gave  Mr.  Righy  a  pretty  trimming 
for  this  i  and  as  he  was   a  minifter,   fuppofed 

*he 
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he  fpoke  the  language  of  the  whole ;  that  Mr. 
Righy  was  very  well  off—  could  turn  himftlf  well 
in  his  bed  —  as  he  had  a  whole  one  to  himfelf — 
he  did  not  envy  him,  but  would  not  take  his  place 
to  adopt  his  principles. 

Col.  Barre  concluded,  with  faying  he  would  give 
the  miniflry  fome  advice — there  were  but  two  ways 
to  deflroy  Mr.  Wilkes's  popularity  ;  the  firft  to 
grant  him  a  free  pardon  which  would  go  a  great 
way  towards  it,  but  if  you  want  to  do  it  effedlually 
— take  him  into  the  miniflry.  On  the  divifion  the 
miniftry  were  278  and  the  oppofition  130. 

Mr.  Wilkes  was  then  brought  in,  and  informed  Mr.  mihi. 
of  the  refolution  of  the  houfe  :  he  faid  that  by  an 
ad  of  parliament  he  could  not  be  there  a  moment 
without  taking  the  oaths  -,  on  which  he  was  fent 
out  again,  and  the  houfe  determined  that  he  might 
be  brought  to  the  bar  without  fubjeding  him  to 
the  penalties  of  that  adt— he  was  then  brought  in 
again  and  informed  of  it,  and  his  caufe  adjourned 
to  Tuefday  next.  Quere,  can  the  vote  of  one 
houfe  fufpend  the  operation  of  an  adt  of  parlia- 
ment ? 

Tuefday^  Jan.  3 1 .  Mr.  Wilkes  being  brought  to 
the  bar,  obferved  that  in  the  title  of  one  of  the 
papers  before  the  houfe,  was  the  words  blafphemous 
libel^  which  he  defired  might  be  alter'd  :  a  long 
debate  enfued,  which  lafted  till  eleven  o'clock,  when 
it  was  'determined  thofe  words  fhould  be  erafed  and 
others  inferred  in  the  Votes,  declaring  that  the  ' 
words  on  the  back  of  thofe  papers  being  the  a6t 
of  a  clerk  in  office,  were  not  looked  on  as  a  proof 
of  fuch  convidlions. 

The  arguments  for  the  words  (landing  were, 
that  no  one  reading  the  EfTay  on  Woman,  or  No. 
45,  of  the  North  Briton,  but  niuft  be  entirely  con- 
vinced in  his  own  mind  that  they  were  libels  and 
blafphemous— that  a  title  on  the  back  did  not  make 
them  what  they  were  not — and  that  it  was  ufual  al- 

VoL.  VIII.  E  ways 
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him  —  that  though  No.  45,  and  the  EfTay  on  Wo- 
man being  crimes  he  had  been  guilty  of  during 
the  laft  parliament,  and  by  which  he  had  been 
expelled  for  writing  them,  he  ought  not  to  be 
again  punifhed  for  them,  that  it  was  taking  away 
'  the  right  of  the  freeholders  of  Middlefex^  who  had 
looked  on  him  as  fit  to  reprefent  them,  though  he 
had  been  guilty  of  thofe  two  accufations  —  that  as 
to  the   libel  on  lord  Weymouth^  if  he  was  expel- 
led for  that,  the  houfe  of  commons  would  become 
the  inft/uments  of  vengeance  to  any  lord  who 
fhould  be  libelled  —  that  the  commons  were  de- 
flroying  the  fundamental  conftitution,  and  if  pub- 
lifhing  libels  was  to  be  caufe  to  expel  a  member, 
the  whole  houfe  flood  on  a  very  ticklifh  founda- 
tion.  However  the  miniftry  carried  it  219  to  136, 
-     and   (to  ufe  the  words  of  Mr.  Burke)   the  fifth 
ad  of  this  tragi-comedy  is  over ;  a  tragi-comedy 
a6ted  by  his  Majefty^s  fervants^  at  the  defire  of  fe- 
veral  perfons   of  quality^   for  the   benefit  of  Mr. 
Wilkes^  and  at  the  expence  of  the  conftitution,  — 
It  was  remarked  in  the  pubhc  prints  Mr.  Wilkes 
was  expelled  on  the  45th  day  of  the  feflion. 

^he  fpech  of  the  right  honourable  George  Grenville, 
^;^ /i?^  3/i  ^/ February,  1769,  againft  the  motion 
for  expelling  Mr,  Wilkes  *. 

^//tf.^'"'''"  '  ^^*  Speaker^  I  have  endeavoured  to  form 
'  my  judgment  with  regard  to  this  queftion,  which 
*  which  was   not  unexpeded,    upon   the  fuUeft 

'  and 

*  To  prevent  the  reader  from  confounding  the  fubfequent  pro- 
ceedings againft  Mr.  Wilkes  with  that  which  gave  occafion  to 
this  fpeech,  it  may  be  proper  to  remark,  that  Mr.  Wilkes  was 
firft  elefted  for  the  county  of  Middiefex,  on  the  a 8th  day  of 
March,  1768  j  that  he  was  expelled  on  the  3d  of  February,  1769, 
the  day  on  which  this  fpeech  was  delivered  j  that  he  was  rechofen 
for  Middiefex  the  i6th  day  of  the  fame  month  ;  that  his  eleftioa 
was  declared  void,  and  himfelf  declared  incapable  of  being  ele6l- 
ed  into  the  prefent  parliament,  on  the  17th  day  of  the  fame 
month  ;  that  was  again  elected  on  the  i6th  day  of  March,  when 
Jio  other  candidate  appeared,  except  Mr.  Dingly,  who  had  not 
one  vote  5   that  his  eleftion  was  again  declared  void  on  the  17th 

day 
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*  and  moft  impartial  confideration  ;   and  having 

*  done  fo,    I  do  not  think  myfelf  obliged  to  make 

*  the  leaft  apology  to  any  individual,    or  body  of 

*  men  whatfoever,  for  the  opinion  which  I  Ihall 
'  deliver  upon  this  fubjedl. 

'  I  lliould  indeed  have  wifhed  that  I  could  with 

*  propriety  have   declined  delivering   my  fenti»- 

*  ments  concerning  it,  becaufe  I  am  thoroughly 

*  fenfible  that  whatever  my  opinion  fhall  be,  it 
'  will  be  liable  to  great  mifconftrudions  and  mif^ 

*  reprefentations,    both   within   thefe   walls   and 
^  without  doors.     If  I  give  my  vote  for  the  mo- 

*  tion  as  it  was  made  to  you,  it  will  be  faid,  that 

*  I  do  it  from  a  cruel  unrelenting  difpofition,  to 
^  gratify  a  private  and  perfonal  refentment  for  the 

*  abufe  Mr.  JVilkes  has  fo  liberally  thrown  upon 

*  me,  and  for  that  purpofe  under  the  malk  of  zeal 

*  for  the  caufe  of  God  and  of  the  king,  toperfe-    '' 
'  vere  in  loading  an  unhappy  man,  who,  it  has 

'  h^tn  frequently  faid  in   this  houfe,    has  been 

*  already  too  feverely  opprefTed  by  my  means,  or 
'  at  leaft  with  my  concurrence;  or  it  would  per- 
'  haps  be  attributed,  efpecially  after  the  temperate 

*  condudl  which  I  have  endeavoured  to  hold  during 
'  this  feflion,  to  an  abjed:  flattery  to  power,  with 
'  the  mean  paltry  view  of  obtaining  court  favour. 
'  On  the  other  hand,  if  I  give  my  vote  againft 
'  the  expulfion  of  Mr.  JVilkes,  I  fhall  be  charged 

*  with'levity  and  inconfiftency,  with  changing  my 

*  opinions  as  it  may  beft  fuit  my  fituation  either 

*  in  or  out  of  office,  with  adopting  new  principles 
5  from  new  habitudes  and  connc(5lions,  and  with 

day  of  the  fame  month  J  that  on  the  13th  day  of  April  he  was 
returned  by  the  (heriffs,  as  having  1 14.3"  votes,  and  Col.  Luttrell 
pnly  296.  That  on  the  15th  diy  of  the  fame  month,  the  houfxi 
of  commons  voted,  «  That  Mr.  Luttrell  ought  to  have  been  re- 

*  turned  j'  znd  that  gentleman  took  his  feat  accordingly.  That 
a  petition  from  feveral  freeholders  of  the  county  of  Middlefex 
having  been  prefented  againft  Mr.  Luttre}!  on  the  29th  day  of 
April,  the  houfe  of  commons  voted,  on  the  8th  of  May,  *  That 

*  Henry  Lawes  Luttrell,  Efq;  is  duly  ele6teda  knight  of  the  /hire, 

*  to  fcrve  in  this  prefent  parliament  for  the  county  of  Middlefex  j 

E  A  fa  faftious 
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*  a  fadious  defign  of  courting  popularity,  and  dif- 

*  trefling  all  legal  government,  by  fupporting  and 

*  protecting  a  man,  whofe  behaviour  I  had  iforepeat- 

*  edly  and  foheavily  cenfured.    If  I  know  my  own 

*  failings,  revenge  aud  cruelty  are  among  the  vices 
«  to  which  I  am  leaft  inclined ;  and  if  I  may  truft 
'  to  the  reproaches  thrown  out  againfl  me  by  my 

*  enemies,  1  have  been  often  accufed  of  obftinacy 

*  and  inflexibility  of  temper,  but  feldom  or  never 

*  I  think  with  being  too  much  difpofed  to  alter 

*  my  opinions  according  to  the  will  of  others,  or 

*  to  fail  along  the  tide  of  popular  prejudice.     I 

*  fhould  flatter  myfelf  therefore,  that  the  charge 
'  of  facrificing  principles  to  court  favour  or  po- 

*  pular  applaufe,  could  not  with  juftice  be  applied 

*  to  me,  notwithftanding  which  I  will  again  freely 

*  own,  that  I  fhould  have  wifhed  for  many  reafons 

*  not  to  have  been  under  the  necefllty  of  deciding 

*  upon  this  queftion,  either  one  way  or  the  other. 

*  But  as  it  has  been  propofed  to  you,  I  think  it 

*  would  be  a  bafe  and  unworthy  condud:  meanly 
'  to  hide  my  h^ead  or  to  run  away  from  the  difli- 

*  culty.     Gn  th«  contrary,  it  is  the  duty  of  every 

*  hone{l]man,  if  he  is  convinced  that  the  judgment 

*  which  he  has  formed  is  a  right  one,  to  declare 

*  it  publicly  in  his  place,   to  abide  by  it,  and 

*  boldly  to  face  any  difficulties  v^hich  may  en- 

*  counter  it.     I  am  under  no  reilraint  either  from 

*  this  or  that  flde  of  the  houfe  \  I  know  and  feel 

*  my  own  independence  on  both ;  and  while  I 

*  continue  here,   I  will  exert  it ;  and  upon  this 

*  occaflon  execute  an  office  greater  than  any  which 

*  the  wildefl  applaufe  of  the  multitude  can  give, 

*  or  than  the  king  himfelf  can  beftow,  greater  than 

*  the  office  of  firft  commiffioner  of  the  treafury, 

*  or  either  of  the  fecretaries  of  ftate  :  the  honour- 

*  able  and  noble  office  of  fpeaking  the  truth,  and 

*  of  doing  impartial  juftice.     I  will  not  palliate 

*  this  man's  oflfcnces,  or  try  to  move  your  com- 

*  paffion  : 
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paffion  :  for  that  would  be  to  appeal  to  your 
weaknefs  againft  your  judgmen,  much  lefs  will 
I  inveigh  againft  him  in  bitter  terms,  and  flrive 
to  excite  your  indignation  :  for  inftead  of  your 
weaknefs  I  fhould  then  apply  to  your  wicked 
paflions.  With  thefe  fentiments  I  ihall  proceed 
to  the  immediate  examination  of  the  queftion 
before  you.  And  in  the  firft  place,  I  cannot 
agree  with  thofe  who  have  urged  in  behalf  of 
Mr.  JVilkes^  that  this  motion  ought  not  to  be 
complied  with,  becaufe  he  is  already  the  moft 
unhappy,  as  well  as  the  moft  opprelTed  and  in- 
jured man  that  this  age  has  feen :  he  is  indeed 
unhappy,  becaufe  he  is  guilty,  and  guilt  muft 
ever  produce  unhappinefs ;  but  in  other  re- 
fpedsj  confidering  his  repeated  offences,  he 
has  certainly  been  more  fortunate,  than  his 
moft  fanguine  wiihes  could  have  expedled.  I 
mean  not  to  enter  into  the  detail  of  all  that  has 
happened  to  him,  it  would  carry  me  too  far, 
but  to  jnftify  what  I  have  faid,  let  me  afk  a 
few  queftions.  When  he  wrote  that  feditious 
libel  againft  the  king  and  both  houfes  of  parli- 
ament, could  he  forefee  that  he  fhould  be  taken 
up  by  a  general  warrant,  againft  the  declared 
opinion  and  defire  of  the  two  fecretaries  of  ftate, 
who  repeatedly  propofed  to  have  his  name  in- 
ferted  in  the  warrant  of  apprehenfion,  but  were 
overruled  by  the  lawyers  and  clerks  of  the  ofHce, 
who  infifted  they  could  not  depart  from  the  long 
eftablifhed  precedents  and  courfe  of  proceedings. 
Could  Mr.  Wilkes  forefee,  that  after  an  hundred 
years  pra6lice,  under  the  eye  of  the  greatcft 
lawyers,  before  the  fupreme  courts  of  juftice, 
without  being  ever  queftioned  in  one  fingle  in- 
ftance,  that  this  irregularity  and  illegality  would 
be  firft  found  out  in  his  cafe,  and  afterwards 
adopted  by  the  voice  and  clamour  of  the  peo- 
ple ypon  the  occafion  of   his  apprehenfion  ? 

*  Had 
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*  Had  he  been  tried  and  convi6i:ed  without  this 

*  irregularity,  what  would  have  been  his  lituation, 

*  and  where  his  popularity  and  the  liberal  fupport 
'  which   he  has  met  with  ?     What  would  have 

*  become  of  the  large  damages  which  he  has  al- 

*  ready  obtained  by  this  mean's,  or  the  immenfe 

*  funis  which  he  now  fues  for,  and  on  which  he 

*  places  his  laft  dependance  ?  Are  thefe  the  proofs 
'  that  he  has  been  the  moil  unfortunate,  or  is  it 
•^  more  true  that  he  has  been  the  moft  opprefTed 

*  and  injured  man  this  age  has  feen  ?  Dr.  Sheb- 
<  he  are  was  taken  up  by  a  general  warrant  from 
«  the  fecretary  of  flate,  dated  12  January^   ^75^9 

*  conceived  word  for  word  in  the  fame  terms, 

*  for  writing  the  fixth  letter  to  the  people  of  £;;!g-- 

*  land  on  the  progrefs  of  national  ruin,  in  which 

*  is  fhewn,  that  the  prefent  grandeur  oi France  and 

*  calamities  of  this  nation  are  owing  to  the  influ- 

*  ence  of  Hanover  on  the  councils  of  England, 

*  Under  this  general  warrant  all  his  papers  were 

*  feized  as  in  the  cafe  of  Mr.  JVitkes^  and  he  was 

*  profecuted  for  this  offence  by  Mr.  Pratt,  then 

*  attorney  general,   now  lord  chancellor  of  Great- 

*  Britain.     He  was  tried  and  convided  of  it  on 

*  the  17th  of  May,   and  on  the  28th  o{  November 

*  following  he  was  fentenccd  to  be  fined,  to  (land 

*  in  the  pillory,  to  be  imprifoned  for  three  years, 

*  and  then  to  give  fecurity  for  his  good  behaviour 
«  for  feven  years.     The  profecution  againft  Mr. 

*  Wilkes  was  directed  by  the  unanimous  addrefs 

*  of  both  houfes  of  parliament.   He  was  tried  and 

*  convided  by  a  favourable  jury,  for  a  libel  cer- 

*  tainly  not   lefs  feditious  or  criminal  than   Dr. 

*  Sbebheare's,     He  was  fentenced  to  be  fined  five 

*  hundred  pounds,  and  to  be  imprifoned  for  one 
'  year  inftead  of  three  years,  to  give  fecurity  for 

*  his  good  behaviour  for  feven  years,  and  the  ig- 

*  nominious  part  of  the  punifhment  was  wholly 

*  remitted.     He  was  tried  and  convided  likewife 

•  for 
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for  being  the  author  and  publiiher  of  the  three 
obfcene  and  impious  libels,  upon  a  profecution 
directed  in  confequence  of  an  addrefs  from  the 
houfe  of  lords,  for  which  he  received  exadly  the 
fame  fentence  as  for  the  former  offence,  includ- 
ing  the  two  months  imprifonment,  which  he  had 
fuffered  before  judgment  was  given.  Was  he  for 
either  of  thefe  offences,  or  indeed  for  all  of  them 
taken  together,  fo  feverely  dealt  with  as  Dr. 
Shebheare  for  one  alone  ?  I  do  not  go  any  further 
back,  tho'  a  multitude  of  fimilar  inflances,  and 
fome  more  fevere  even  than  that  of  Dr.  Sheh- 
heare^  might  be  produced  within  thefe  laft  forty 
or  fifty  years.  What  I  have  already  mentioned 
feems  to  me  fully  fufficient  to  fhew,  that  Mr. 
Wilkes  is  not  intitled  to  any  extraordinary  favour 
on  the  prefent  occafion,  from  the  plea  of  his 
having  been  the  objed  of  extraordinary  feverity 
during  the  courfe  of  the  former  proceedings. 
But,  though  not  to  favour,  yet  he  is  moft  cer- 
tainly entitled  to  that  juftice  which  is  due  to 
every  man,  and  which  we  ought  to  be  more 
particularly  careful  to  preferve,  in  an  inftance 
where  pafTion  and  prejudice  may  both  concur 
in  the  violation  of  it.  Thefe  are  principles  which 
no  one  will  difpute  v/ith  me,  and  in  confequence 
of  them,  after  having  thoroughly  confidered 
the  charge  contained  in  your  queftion,  and  the 
argurrtents  urged  in  fupport  of  it,  I  am  clearly  of 
opinion,  that  I  ought  not  to  give  my  affent  to  ^  ' 
the  propofition  which  has  been  made  to  you  ; 
becaufe  if  I  did,  I  Ihould  thereby  commit  a 
capital  injullice.  I  am  fenfible  that  the  expref- 
fion  is  a  llrong  one,  and  that  it  is  incumbent 
upon  me  to  fhew  my  reafons  for  applying  it  to 
the  motion  now  under  your  confideration,  which 
I  fhall  endeavour  to  do  as  fully  and  as  fatisfac- 

*  torily  as  I  am  able.' 

I  I  per- 
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Mr.  Dyfon,      t,  J  perfe6tly  agree  with  the  gentleman  who  has 

*  told  you,  that  this  houfe  has  a  right  to  enquire 
'  into  the  condudl  of  its  members,  and  that  they 
'  have  exercifed  that  right  in  a  great  variety  of  in- 

*  ftances,  in  which  they  have  tried,  cenfured  and 

*  expelled  them  according  to  the  eftablifhed  courfe 

*  of  our  proceedings,  and  the  law  of  parliament, 

*  which  is  part  of  the  law  of  the  kingdom.     Let 

*  us  examine  the  propofition  now  before  you  by 

*  this  rule,  and  we  fhall  then  be  able  to  judge, 

*  whether  it  is  conformable  to  the  ufage  and  law 

*  of  parliament,  to  the  practice  of  any  other  court 

*  of  juftice  in  the  kingdom,  or  to  the  unalterable 

*  principles  of  natural  equity,  or  whether  it  is 

*  a  new  and  dangerous  mode  of  proceeding,  un- 

*  fupported  by  any  pecedent  or  example  in  the 

*  journals  of  parliament,  or  the  records  of  any 

*  other  court,  calculated  merely  to  ferve  a  prefent 
'  purpofe,  and  as  fuch,  well  deferving  the  term 

*  which  I  gave  to  it  of  a  capital  injuftice.     The 

*  charge  contained  in  this  motion  confifts  of  four 

*  articles,  each  of  which  it  has  been  contended  is 

*  fufficient  fingly  to  juftify  the  conclufion  drawn 

*  from  them  all  put  together,  that  Mr.  Wilkes 
'  ought  to  be  expelled.     Upon  this  complicated 

*  charge,  the  houfe  is  now  called  upon  to  give  a 
'  judgment  for  or  againft  the  queftion.     It  is  a 

*  well  known  and  undeniable  rule  in  this  houfe, 

*  founded  in  common  fenfe,    that,  whenever   a 

*  queftion,  even  or  the  moft  trivial  nature,  is 
*•  complicated,    and  contains  different  branches, 

*  every  individual   member,    has  an  indubitable 

*  right  to  have  the  queftion  feparated,  that  he  may 

*  not  be  obliged  to  approve  of  difapprove  in  the 

*  lump,  but  that  every  part  of  the  propofition 

*  ftiould  ftand  or  fall  abftradedly  upon  its  own 
'  merits.     I  need  not  fliew  the  propriety  and  the 

*  abfolute  necefTity  for  this  j  it  is  fo  felf  evident, 
'  that  every  argument  I  could  urge  in  fppport  of 

'  it 
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*  it  would  only  weaken  it.     And  furely  it  holds 

*  good  in  all  cafes  where  we  adt  only  in  a  delibe- 

*  rative  capacity,  it  will  not  be  contended,   that 

*  it  is  lefs  true,   or  lefs  neceflary,  when  we  are  to 
'  exercife  our  judicial  powers,   when  we  are  to 

*  cenfure  and  to  punifh,  and  to  afFe6t  not  only  the 

*  rights  of  our  own  member,   but  the  franchifes 

*  of  thofe  who  fent  him  hither  as  their  reprefenta- 

*  tive  ;    I  may  fafely  challenge  the  gentlemen,  the 

*  molt  knowing  in  the  journals  of  this  houfe,   to 

*  produce  a  (ingle  precedent  of  a  (imilar  nature. 

*  And  if  none  ihall  be  produced,  as  I  am  con- 
^  vinced  there  cannot,  am  I  not  founded  in  faying, 

*  that  this  is  a  new  attempt,   unfupported  by  law 

*  and  ufage  of  parliament  ? 

•  But  this  mode  of  proceeding  is  not  only  new 

*  and  unprecedented,  it  is  likewife  dangerous  and 
'  unjuft.  For  the  proof  of  it,  let  me  recall  to  your 

*  minds  what  has  pafTed  in  the  courfe  of  this  de- 

*  bate  J   one  very  learned  and  worthy  gentleman,  Mr.  pAic*- 

*  who   fpoke  early,    declared,   that  he  gave  his^""^' 

*  confent  to  this  motion  for  expulfion,  upon  that 

*  article  of  the  charge  alone,  which  relates  to  the 

*  three  obfcene  and  impious  libels,  difavowing, 

*  in  the  moft  diredl  terms,  all  the  other  articles, 

*  becaufe  he  thought,  that  the  libel  relative  to 

*  lord  Weymouth's  letter  was  not  properly  and  re- 

*  gularly  brought  before  us,  and  that  Mr.  PFilkes, 

*  havjng  been  already  expelled  by  a  former  parli- 

*  ament,  for  the  feditious  libel  of  the  North  Briton, 

*  ought  not  to  be  punifhed  and  expelled  a  fecond 

*  time  by  a  fubfequent  parliament  for  the  fame 

*  offence.     His  argument  was,  that  the  former 

*  houfe  of  commons,  having  vindicated  the  ho- 

*  nour  of  the  king  and  of  parliament,  he  hoped 

*  this  houfe  would  not  fhew  lefs  zeal  to  vindicate 

*  the  caufe  of  God  and  of  religion.     He  fpoke 

*  with  a  becoming  zeal  and  indignation,   raifed, 
t  as  he  told  us,   by  having  read  fome  of  the 

^  wicked 
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wicked  and  impious  expreffions  contained  in  the 
record  now  upon  your  tabled  His  opinions 
(which  were  foon  after  followed  by  another 
learned  gentleman,  who  adopted  the  fame  train 
of  reafoning)  joined  to  the  ferious  manner  in 
which  he  delivered  them,  feemed  to  make  great 
impreflion  upon  the  houfe  ;  and  though  I  differ 
with  him  in  his  conclufion,  yet  I  agree  with  him 
in  his  principles,  and  was  glad  to  fee  this  offence 
treated  as  it  ought  to  be.  For,  if  we  treat  it 
with  mirth  and  levity,  we  in  fome  meafure  juf- 
tify  the  libel  itfelf  by  our  condu6l,  and  fhare 
the  guilt  of  the  author.  On  the  other  hand, 
what  were  the  arguments  of  the  two  noble  lords^ 
Vi4io  fpoke  lately  for  the  expulfion  ?  They 
agreed  indeed  with  the  learned  gentlemen  in  the 
conclufion,  but  differed  widely  in  the  premifes 
with  regard  to  the  articles  of  the  charge  on  which 
they  founded  their  judgment.  They,both  difclaim- 
ed  the  article  of  the  three  obfcene  impious  libels 
as  any  ground  for  this  proceeding.  They  expref- 
fed  their  difapprobation  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  copy  of  them  was  obtained  from  Mr.  fFiikes^s 
fervanr,  ajid  their  doubts  with  regard  to  his  in- 
tention to  publifh  them.  One  of  them  therefore 
defired  to  draw  a  veil  over  that  part  of  the  charge 
that  it  might  no  more  be  mentioned,  and  the 
other  wifhed  to  bury  the  whole  of  that  tranfac- 
tion  in  oblivion.  The  firft,  waving  the  refl  of 
the  charge,  grounded  his  alTent  to  the  motion 
upon  the  feditious  libel  of  the  North  Briton  • 
the  latter,  if  I  miftake  not,  upon  the  libel 
againfl  lord  JVeymoutb.  Thefe  fentiments  like- 
wife  feemed  to  rneet  with  great  approbation  from 
many  of  your  members.  '  Another  gentleman, 
who  is  very  converfant  in  the  journals  of  the 
houfe,  and  could  not  therefore  but  be  fenfibleboth 
of  the  novelty  and  danger  of  this  proceeding  up- 
6  <  on 
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*  on  fuch  an  accumulated  and  complicated  charge, 

*  thought  it  ncceflary  to  take  a  different  ground. 

*  He  feemed  to  wave  the  criminal  parts  of  the 

*  charge,  but  infilled  ftrongly  upon  Mr.  JVilkes's 

*  incapacity  of  continuing  a  member  of  parliament, 

*  arifmg  from  his  imprifonment,   which  the  houfe 

*  had  declared  to  be  no  cafe  of  privilege,  and  from 
^  which  they  could  not  therefore  difcharge  him. 

*  I  have  Hated  thefe  arguments,  and  I  appeal 

*  to  the   houfe,    whether  I   have  mifreprefented 

*  them.     I  might  in  the  fame  manner  go  through 

*  the  reft  of  this  debate ;  I  think  not  above  two 

*  gentlemen,  who  have  fpoken    together,    have 

*  agreed  in  afligning  the  fame  offence  as  the  pro- 

*  per  ground  for  this  expullion.     It  is  impoffible 

*  to  form  any  judgment  concerning  the  fcntiments 

*  of  thofe  who  have   not  fpoken,   except  from 

*  thofe  who  have,  and  from  the  approbation  which 

*  has  been  given  to  what  they  declared.     If  I  am 

*  to  judge  from  thence,  I  fhould  imagine,  that  the 

*  opinions  of  thofe  who  concur  in  this  queftion  of 

*  expulfion,   are    almoft  equally   divided  among 
'  the  feveral  branches  of  the  charge  contained  in 

*  it ;  but  however  that  may  be,  it  is  undeniably 

*  true,  that  great  numbers  of  gentlemen  approve 

*  of  fome  parts  of  the  charge,  and  difapprove  of 

*  others,  and  fo,    vice  verfa.      What  then  may 

*  be  the  confequence  of  blending  the   whole  of 

*  this  tnatter  together  ?  Is  it  not  evident,  that  by 

*  this  unworthy  artifice,   Mr.  Wilkes  may  be  ex- 

*  pelled,  although  three  parts  in  four  of  thofe  who 

*  expell  him  fhould  have  declared  againft  his  ex- 

*  puKion  upon  every  one  of  the  articles  contained 

*  in  this  charge  ?     Would  not  this  fevere  punilh- 

*  ment  be  infiidled  upon  him,  in  that  cafe,  by  a 

*  minority,-  againft  the  fenfe  and  judgment  of  a 

*  great  majority  of  this  houfe  ?     To  explain  this 

*  in  a  manner  obvious  to  the  apprehenfion  of  every 
?  gentleman  who  hears  me,  let  me  fuppofe,  that 

*  an 
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*  an  indidment  were  framed,  confifting  of  four 
«  diftind  offences,  each  inferring  the  penalty  of 

*  death ;   charging  for  example  that  the  prifoner 

*  on  the  firft  of  May  had  committed  treafon,  on 

*  the  firft  of  June  murther,  on  the  firft  of  July 

*  robbery,   and   on   the   firft  of  Auguft  forgery. 

*  Let  me  fuppofe  any  court  of  judicature  in  the 
'     *  kingdom  ignorant  and  wicked  enough  to  admit 

*  of,   and  to  try  the  prifoner  upon  fuch  a  compli- 

*  cated  indidment,  notwithftanding  any  objedtion 

*  he  could  make  to  it.  Might  he  not  be  found 
'  guilty  of  each  of  thefe  oflfences  by  three  different 
^  jurymen,  and  declared  innocent  by  nine,  and 

*  would  he  not  in  fadt  by  this  contrivance  be  con- 

*  demned  to  death  by  three,  although  accquitted 

*  by  nine  ?    What  would  mankind,   what  would 

*  you  yourfelves  fay  of  fuch  afentence  fo  obtained  ? 

*  Would  you  not  think  the  term  of  capital  injuftice 

*  too  foft  an  exprefTion  ?   Would  you  not  call  it 

*  the  worft  of  murthers,  a  murther  under  the  co- 

*  lour  of  law  and  juftice  ?    The  punifhment  would 

*  indeed  be  different,  becaufe  the  offences  are  {o^ 
«  but  the  mode  of  proceeding  on  the  prefent  oc- 

*  cafion  is  exadlly  the  fame,  and  equally  incon- 

*  fiftent  with  the  law  and  ufage  of  parliament,  with 

*  the  pradice  of  evey  court  of  judicature  in  any 

*  civilized    country,    and    with    the   unalterable 

*  principles  of  natural  equity.     But  I  will  reftrain 

*  my  exprefTions,  and  leave  this  part  of  the  quefti- 

*  on  to  your  own  feelings,  which  I  am  perfuaded 
'  will  enforce  it  more  ftrongly  than  any  arguments 

*  of  mine. 

'  I  have  hitherto  taken  the  whole  of  this  com- 

*  plicated  charge  together,  and  have  fhown  the 

*  dangerous   confequences   refulting   from   it ;   I 

*  will  now  unravel  the  web,  and  confider  the  dif- 

*  ferent  parts  of  it  feparately  and  diftindly.     The 

*  firft  which  prefents  itfelf  is  the  libel  relative  to 

*  lord  Weymouth^^   letter,   which    has  been   new 

chriftened 
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*  chriftened  for  thislpecial  purpofe.     It  was  cotti-^* 

*  plained  of  in  the  orher  houfe  as  a  breach  of  pri- 

*  vilegej  and  as  a  grofs  and  impudent  libelj  which 
'  it  certainly  is,  againll  a  peer  of  the  realm,  and 

*  one  of  his  Majefty's  principal  fecretaries  of  date.' 
'  But  when  it  appeared  to  be  written  by  Mr. 
»  IVilkes^  it  was  to  change  its  name  and  its  nature. 

*  The  particular  complaint  and  all  mention  of  the 

*  noble  lord  concerned  in  it  was  to  be  dropped, 

*  and  it  became  at  once  a  matter  of  fedition  againft 

*  the  ftate.     With  what  view  was  this  alteration 

*  made?    Why  did  not  the  houfe  of  lords  addreU 

*  the  king,  to  have  it  profecuted  by  the  attorney 

*  general,    in     the   fame   manner   as    was    done 

*  with  regard  to  the  three  obfcene  and  impious 
'  libels  which  were  written   by  the  fame  perfon 

*  then  a  member  of  this  houfe,  and  were  likewife 
'  complained  of  as  a  breach  of  privilege  againft  a 

*  peer  of  parliament  ?     What  was  the  motive  for 

*  this  difference  of  proceeding  in  the  other  houfe, 
'  on  two  offences  of  the  fame  nature  againft  the 

*  fame  perfon  ?    It  was  not  out  of  regard  to  us 

*  and  to  our  privileges,  for  they  well  knew,    that 

*  we  had  joined  with  them  in  a  folemn  declaration^ 

*  that  in  this  cafe  there  was  no  privilege,  and  they 

*  themfelves  had  proceeded  in  confequence  of  ic 

*  againft  this  very  man  then  a  member  of  parlia- 

*  ment,  for  a  fimilar  offence,  without  communi- 

*  eating  it  to  the  houfe  of  commons.     Can  any 

*  reafon   be  affigned  for  this,  except  a  defire  irk 

*  their  lordfliips  to  fhift  the  jurifdidlion,  and  in^ 

*  ftead  of  fending  it  to  the  courts  of  law,   where 

*  libels  againft  mmifters  have  hitherto  always  been 

*  tried,   to  tranfmit  it  to  us  to  be  punifhed,   con- 

*  trary  to  all  precedent  and  example,  by  an  ex- 

*  traordinary  extention  of  our  judicature?     And 

*  will   this  houfe,   whofe  peculiar   duty  it  is  to 

*  waith  over  and  to  guard  the  laws  of  the  land 

*  from  all  encroachments,  and  who  have  looked 

Vol.  VIIL  F  ^  with 
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"^  with  the  moft  jealous  eye  upon  every  a<5l  which 

*  has  the  lead  tendency  to  exempt  the  peers  of  the 

*  realm,   and  their  caufes  from   that  jurifdi^liort 

*  which  is  common  to  all,,  will  this  houfe,  I  fay, 

*  lend  its   name  to  fuch  aa  evafion,   and  extend 

*  its  judicature  for  iuch  a  purpofe  >    (ball  we  take 

*  upon  ourfeives  fo  odious  aB  office,^  and  anfwcr 

*  fuch  a  demand  at  fight,   with  no  other  view, 

*  than  to  fave  their  lordfliips  the  diiicuky  and 

*  obloquy,  which  is  the  ufual  confequence  of 
'  thefe  profecutions  ?  If  this  attempt  fhpuld  fuc- 
'  ceedy  and  fo  eafy  and  fummary  a  method  (hould 

*  be  marked  out  for  the  punishment  of  thofe  wha 

*  ftiall  libel  miniilers  of  llate,  this  probably  will; 
'  not  be  the  laft  applieatioa  which  we  iliall  receive 

*  of  this  nature.     Wc  have  enough  to  do,  toc> 

*  much  I  fear,  to  rhaintain  our  own  authority  and 
'  dignity  unimpeached,  anclfurely  the  other  houfe 

*  has  fufficient  power  in  themlelves,  with  the 
^  affiftance  of  the  courts  of  law,,  to  vindicate  their 
'  members  from  every  infult. 

*  The  nex^t  article  is  that  of  the  feditious  libel 
'  the  North  Briton,  for  which,    the  author  and 

*  publifher  were  defervedly  profecuted,  tried  and 

*  convided  £ve  years   ago,    in   confequence  of 

*  the  uiianimous  addrefs  of  both  houfes  of  parlia- 

*  ment.     He  was  likewife  expelled  by  the  laft 

*  houfe  of  commons  for  the  indignity  offered  t» 

*  ihem  by  ofie  of  their  own  members,  of  which 

*  they  were  the  oialy  judges,  and  which  they  alone 

*  could  punifhj  a  cafe  ib  widely  different  from 
'  that  of  a  Ifcel  ob  any  particular  perfon  or  mini- 
'  Iter  of  ftate,   that  it  is  quite  unneceffary  to  do 

*  more  than  to  mark  it  out  to  your  obfervation. 

*  For  this  libel  of  the  North  Britbn  Mr.  Wilkes 

*  has  been  fentenccd,  and  is  now  undergoing  the 

*  punifhment  infli^lred  on  him  by  law.     He  has 

*  likewife  been  punifhed  by  expulfion  from  the 

*  former  houfe  of  commons  for  the  particular  of- 

1  ^  fenee 
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*  fence  committed  againft  them.     There  is  not  a 

*  rule   more  lacred   la  the  jurifprudence  of  this 

*  country,  than  that  a  man  once  acquitted  or  con- 

*  demned,  fhall  not  be  tried  or  punifhed  again  by 

*  the  fame  judicature  for  the  fame  offence.     How 

*  many   notorious  criminals  daily  efcape  by  the 
'  direct  obiervance   of   this  rule,    and   yet   the 

*  principle   of   it  is  fo   falutary,   and  fo   deeply 
'  rooted  in  the  minds  of  men,  that  no  one  dares 

*  to  fet  his  face  againft  it,  and  to  avow  an  inten- 
'  tion  to  break  through  it.    It  was  but  a  few  days^ 

*  ago  that  I  fpoke  and  voted  to  reftrain  Mr.  Wilkts 

*  from  entering  into  the  greater  part  of  his  peti- 

*  tion,    becaufe  the   fubjed- matter  of  his    com- 

*  plaint  had  be^n  fully   heard,  and   the  parties  to 

*  it  duly  acquitted  by  the  iaft  houfe  of  commons. 

*  The  houfe,  after  lon^  debate,  adopted  the  rea- 
'  Toning,   and  Mr.  Wilkes  was  rellrained  accord- 

*  ingly. 

'  And  fliall  I,   within  the  little  fpace  of  a  few 

*  days,    forget    every    argument   which   1   then 

*  ufed  againft  him,    and  declare  without  ihame 

*  that  the  fame  rule  of  law,   which  was  conclufivG 

*  when  urged  in  behalf  of  his  adverfaries,   fhould 

*  in  the  fame  caufe  be  of  no  avail  when  pleaded  in 
'  his  favour  ?    Is  this  that  confiftency  upon  which 

*  I,  and  thofe  who  hear  me,   are  to  value  ourj- 

*  felves  ?     I  have  not  taken  up  that  facred  princi- 

*  pic«  fo  lightly,    nor  will  I  fo  wantonly  depart 

*  from  it.     Permit  me  to  give;  you  an  inftance  of 

*  it.     Many  years  ago,  a  propofition  was  made  to 

*  allow  of  a  revifion  of  the  fentence  of  a  court 

*  martial.     The  queftion   was  folemnly  argued. 

*  I  then  fat  at  the  treafury  board  with  a  minifterMr.  jp4. 

*  for  whom  I  had  the  higheft  perfonal  regard  and 

*  refpedt ;  and  yet  in  oppofitlon  to  him,   and  to 

*  the  fcnciments  of  thofe,   with  whom  I  was  con-Lordr-^^^^iA 
^  nested  by  the  neareft  ties  both  of  blood  and^^,^^^ 

*  friendlhip,   I  repeatedly  voted  and  fpojce  againft 

Fa  *  th^iL 
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-LorALyttd'f.  that  revifion,  in  conjundion  with   a  noble  per- 

'  fon,    who  then  fat  at  the  fame  board  with  me, 

General     <  ^nd  an  honoirable  gentleman,  an  officer  of  the 

'"'^"^'     c  jii-Q-jy^  ^ho  afterwards  held  the  office  of  one  of 

'  hia  Majefty's  principal  fecretaries  of  tlate,   who 

*  now  hears  me,  and  to  whom  I  appeal  for  the 
'  truth  of  what  I  have  faid  upon  this  fubjed:.  Is 
'  not  this  the  revifion  of  a  fentence  given  in  a 

*  former  parliament  in  order  to  en-creafe  it  ? 
'  And  if  this  motion  for  the  expulfion  of  Mr, 

*  Wilkes^   as  grounded  iipon^  that   offence,  fhall 

*  prevail,  will  he  not  be  twice  expelled  and  twice 
'  punifhed  for  one  crime  by  the  fame  judica- 
'  ture,  in  direct:  violation  of  that  falutary  principle^ 

*  to  the  truth  of  which  weourfelves  have  fo  latel/ 

*  afTented  ? 

*  The  third  article  contained  in  the  charge  13 
'  for  printing  and  publifhing  three  impious  and 

*  obfcene  libels,  under  the  title  of  the  EfTay  upon 

*  Woman  ;   Itruft  that  none  v;ho  hear  me,  I  an> 

*  fure  that  no  one  who  knows  me,  will  believe^ 

*  that  I  mean  to  palliate  that  crime,  or  the  fedi- 

*  tious  and  dangerous  libel  which  I  have  ju ft  now 

*  mentioned.     I  will  go  further,   I-  cannot  agree 

*  with  thofe  who  think,  that  tl^  papers  relative 
'  to  it  were  obtained  by  tbofe  whoprofecuted  him 
'  in  any  undue  6r  improper  manner.    The  con- 

*  trary  has  appeared  by  Mr.  Wilkes\  own  evidence 

*  a  few  days  ago.     That  profecution  was  begun 

*  in  another  place,  and  I  had  nothing  to  do  with 

*  it ;  but  in  juftice  to  thofe  who  were  concerned, 

*  I  muft  fay,  that  there  was  not  the  leaft  founda* 

*  tion  for  all   that  calumny  that  has  been  propa- 

*  gated  with  regard  to  the  manner  of  obtaining 

*  them,  for  the  truth  of  which  I  appeal  to  the  ex* 

*  amination  which  the  houfe  has  fo  lately  made  on 
^■Mv,  PVilkes^s  petition  on  that  fubjedl.     I  muft 

*  therefore  freely  declare,  that  this  obfervatiqn  has 
"  no  weight  with  me.     The  other  part  of  the  ob- 

,.  *  je6tio0 
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*  je-dion  is  founded  upon  the  evidence  given  at 
^  your  bar,  that  Mr.  Wilkes  had  direfled  only 
'  twelve  copies  of  them  to  be  printed,  and  had 
'  ftridly  ordered,   that  they  fhould  all   be  deli- 

*  vered  into  his  own  hands,  from  whence  it  is 
'  urged,  that  he  had  no  intention  to  publiih  them 
•^  at  large.  This  may  be  indeed  a  circumftance 
'   of  alleviation,  which  I  am  the  more  authorifed 

*  to  fay,   as  I  am  informed  it  was  mentioned  by 

'  the  learned  judge ^   in  mitigation  of  the  fentenceiVr.  jufiice 

*  given  againft  him  in  the  court  of  King's  Bench.'^'''"" 

*  But  the  ftrongeft  plea  in   his  defence  upon  this 

*  head  is,  that  the  crime  was  committed  five  years 

*  ago,   that  the  Jaw  has  already  puniihed  it,  that 

*  the  lad  houfe  of  commons,  though  they  were 
'  not  ignorant  of  it  when  they  proceeded  againft 
^  him,  and  certaifily  \yere  not  partial  to  him, yet, 
^  as  they  were  not  particularly  concerned  in  it, 
'  did  not  think  it  rightfor  them  to  interfere  in  it.  Ic 
'  might  therefore  be  thought  a  hardiJiip  to  him  to 
^  let  it  pafs  unnoticed  by  them,  and  many  years 
'  after  to  transfer  it  to  another  parliament,  and  to 
^  referve  it  in  fo  unufual  a  manner  for  a  frefh  cen- 
'  fuie. 

'  The  lafl:  article  of  this  complicated  charge  is, 
'  that  Mr.  Wilkes  has  been  fentenced  by  the  judg- 
'  ment  of  the  court  of  King's  Bench  to  undergo 
'  twenty-two  months  imprifonmenr,   and  that  he 

*  is  now  in  execution  under  that  judgment.  This 
'  circumflance  has  been  principally  relied  upon 

^  and  enforced  by  a  gentleman,  who  has  'iabouredMr.z)j/«j. 

*  very  (Irongly  to  prove  that,  as  Mr.  Wilkes  is 
"  thereby  difabjed  from  taking  his  ieat,  and  doing 

*  his  duty  for  fixteen  moisths  to  come,  this  dila- 

*  bility  alone  is  a  proper  and   fufHcient  ground 

■  tojuftify  the  propohtion  which  has  been  made 
'  to  you  for  expelling  him.     You  have  been  told 

■  very  truly,  that  his  conflituents  have  the  clearefl: 

*  and  moft  undeniable  right  to  the  attendance  of     . 

F  3  *  their 
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^  their  reprefentatives  in  parliament,  that  there  is 

*  no  privilege  which  we  are  or  ought  to  be  fo  ten- 

*  der  of  us  as  to  free  our  members  from  the  lead 
'  reftraint,  which  may  prevent  or  even  interrupt 
*"  them    in    the    exercifc  of  this  duty,    that  this 

*  confideration  is  of  fuch  infinite  moment,  that 

*  the  ufual  courfe  of  juftice  in  all  civil  cafes  is  to 

*  give  w^y  to  it  and  be  fufpended,  in  order  to  pre- 

*  ferve  the  right  of  our  conftituents  from  being 

*  violated  in  the  fmalleft   degree  :    that  we  hav^ 

*  already  declared  that  Mr.  Wilkes  is  not  entitled 

*  by  privilege  of  parliament  to  be  difcharged  from 

*  his  imprifonment,  and  that  we  have  no  other 

*  method  to  enforce  the  attendance  of  our  mem- 

*  bers  :    that  under  thefe  circumftances  he  would 

*  for  a  long  time  to  come  be  utterly  difabled  from 

*  performing  that  duty  which  he  owes  to  his  con- 

*  flituents,  unlefs  the  king  fhould  be  pleafed  to  par- 

*  don  him,  which  would  in  effecl  be  leaving  to  the 
'  option  of  the  crown  to  determine,   whether  one 

*  of  our  members  fhould  or  (hould  not  take  hia 

*  feat  in  this  houfe.     I  entirely  concur  with  the 

*  general  pofitions  which  have  been  laid  down  as 

*  the  foundation  of  this  argument,  but  I  differ  ex- 

*  tremely  in   the  confequences  which  have  been 

*  drawn  from  it,  and  think  that  I  can  fhew  to  a 

*  demonllration,  that  by  the  law  and  conftanc 
'  ufage   of  parliament,   the  inability  of  attending 

*  his  duty  for  the  fpace  of  a  year  or  two  has  never 
'  been  deemed  afufficient  reafon  for  the  expulfion 
'  of  a  member.  I  fay  his  inability,  for  his  impri- 
'  fonment  has  juftly   been   ftated,  not  as  a  frefb 

*  crime,   but  as  an  inability  in  him  to  attend,  and 

*  in  the  houfe  to  reclaim  him.  The  propofuion 
'  therefore   is,    that  whenever  a  member  is    re- 

*  (trained  from  doing  his  duty  here,  and  that  the 

*  houfe  cannot  compel  his  attendance  without  the 

*  immediate    interpofition    and    confent   0^    the 

*  crown,  in  all  fuch  cal'es  the  houfe  is  bound  by 

'  the 
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*  the  law  and  pra6tice  of  parliament  to  proceed  to 

•  an  expulfion  of  the  member  fo  difabkd. 

'  Let  us  fee  how  far  this  dodrinc  is  warranted 

*  by  former  precedents.     Not  one  has  been  pro- 

*  duced  in  fupport  of  it.     On  the  contrary,   need 

♦  I  put  that  gentleman  in  mind  of  a  multitude  of 

•  examples,  many  of  which  have  happened  in  our 
'  own  time,  which  prove  the  very  reverfe  of  it? 
'  Does  he  not  remember  the  cafe  of  lord  Barry- 
^  more  and  Sir  Jvhn  DmglaSy  both  of  them  mem- 
^  bers  of  this  houfe,  who  were  imprifoned  upoa 
'  the  fufpenfion  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  ad  for  a 
'  longer  peri6d  of  time  than  Mr.  Wilkes^  and  who 
^  could  not  be  delivered  from  that  imprifonment 
'  without  the  interpofition  and  confent  of  the 
'  crown  ?  many  cafes  of  a  fjmilar  nature  muft  be 
'  frefk  in  tKe  memory  of  us  all;  but  there  is  one 
'  which  1  cannot  mention  without  a  particular  re- 
^  fped  and  reverence  to  the  perfon  concerned  in 

'  it.     I  mean  the  cafe  of  Sir  William  Windham. 

'•  He  was  imprifoiied  in  the  Tower  for  upwards  of 

'  two  years,    during  which  time  the  county  which 

he  reprefented,  and  the  public  in  general,  were     ' 

deprived  of  thofe  fervices  for  which  he  was  fo 

•  eminently  qualified,  and  which  he  performed 
'  with  fo  much  honour  to  himfelf  and  advantage 

to  them.  But  though  the  times  were  warm  and 
violent,  and  many  wifhed  to  get  rid  of  thofe 
abilities  which  they  were  well  acquainted  with, 
yet  no  man  ventured  m  that  or  any  of  the  other 
infrances  to  maintain  the  doctrine  now  laid 
down, that'becaufe  theparties  were  reflrainedfrom 
their  attendance  here  by  a  legal  imprifonment, 
from  which  this  houfe  could  not  deliver  them 
without  the  interpofition  and  confent  of  the 
crown,  they  therefore  ought  by-  the  law  and 
conftitution  of  parliament  to  be  expelled.  I 
am  well  aware  that  in  thefe  cafes  it  may  be  faid, 
the  parties  had  not  been  convided,  that  there  is 
F  4  *  therefore 


72  Parliamentary     A.  1769. 

*  therefore  a  great  difference  as  to  the  certainty  of 

*  the  crime  imputed   to  them.     It  is  true,   and 
'  God  forbid  that  I  fhould  draw  any  parallel  of 

*  that  kind,  but  with  regard  to  the  reftraint  ab- 
'  flradled  from  the  crime^  which  is  made  the  only 

*  foundation  of  this  part  of  the  argument,  it  is 
^  exadly  the  fanie  as  in  the  prefent  inllance.     Nor 

*  will  the  confequences  ftop  here,   if  it  fnould  be 

*  admitted  that  this  argument  is  well  founded; 
'  I  am  convinced  the  gentleman  who  urged  it  was 

*  not  aware  of  them.     Would  he  wifh  that  all 

*  thofe  whom  the  king  can  by  law  rcftrain  from 

*  their  attendance  in  this  houfe  for  the  fpace  of 

*  fifteen  or  fixteen  months,  and  who  are  thereby 

*  unable  to  difcharge  the  duty  which  they  owe  to 

*  their  conftitu tents  :     would  he  wifh,  I  fay,  that 

*  they  fliould  be  all  declared,   ipfo  fa5io,  incapable 

*  of  fitting  in  parliament  after  that  reiiraint  Ihall 

*  be  ended?   has  he  forgotten  how  many  officers, 

*  both   in   the  land  and   lea  fervice,    whilft  they 

*  were  members  of  this   houfe,  were  ab fen t  for 

*  many  years  together,  during  the  late  war  ?    Are 

*  there  not  many  in  the  fame  fituation,  who  are 

*  at  this  very  time  actually  employed  upon  mili- 

*  tary  fervices  in  our  garrifons  abroad  ?    Can  they 

*  leave  that  duty  without  the  interpofition  and 

*  confent  of  the  crown  -,   or,   if  they  cannot,  will 

*  it  be  contended,   that  they    are    diiabled  from 

*  ever  returning  amongft  us,    and  that  their  feats 
'  are   thereby  vacated  ?     This  dotlrine,   if  true, 

*  would  prove  that  the  gentlemen  of  the  arm.y  and 

*  of  the  navy,  who  from  the  nature  and  condition 

*  of  the  refpedtive  fervices,   are  at  all  times  liable 

*  to  this  objedtion,  are  for  that  reafon  nor  eligible 

*  into,  this  houfe,   and  would  be  the  ftrongeft  ar- 

*  gument  for  an  a6l  of  parliament  declaring  their 
'  incapacity.     Many  other  cafes  might  be  put  of 

*  temporary  difabilities,  even   for  a  longer  fpace 

*  of  time,  which  have  never  been,  and  I  believe 

'  never 
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never  will  be  deemed  proper  grounds  for  an  ex 
pulfion.  I  fhali  not  ho\ve\/er  (late  them  parti- 
cularly, becaufe  thofe  which  I  have  already  ftated 
will  lurely  be  fufficient  to  convince  the  houfe, 
that  this  propofition  is  diredly  contrary  to  the 
pradice,  and  chat  it  has  never  been  warranted 
in  any  one  inllance  by  the  law  and  ulage  of  par- 
liament. 

'  But  it  has  been  urged,  whatever  may  be  the 
cafe  in  point  of  form,  with  regard  to  the  feveral 
articles  contained  in  this  queftion,  whether  taken 
together  as  an  accumulated  and  complicated 
charge,  or  confidered  feparately  and  dilli nelly, 
yet  this  houfe  muftneceffarily  be  the  judges, 
whether  any  member  of  their  own  is  or  is  not  a 
fit  perfon  to  fit  amongft  them,  and  it  has  been 
argued,  that  if  the  lail  parliament  thought  him 
unfit,  the  prefent  has  certainly  an  equal  right  to 
adjudge  that  he  is  fo.  It  has  been  afked,  what 
merit  has  he  had  fmce  that  time  to  recommend 
him,  and  to  induce  the  prefent  parliament  to 
think  him  a  properer  man  to  fit  amongft  them» 
than  he  was  to  fit  among  their  predecefifors  ? 
This  would  indeed  be  a  conclufive  argument,  if 
we  really  had  that  difcretionary  power  of  exclud- 
ing all  thofe  whom  we  think  improper  upon 
which  it  is  founded.  But  we  have  no  fuch  ge- 
neral authority  veiled  in  us,  nor  is  there  a  fingle. 
precedent  where  we  have  pretended  to  exercile 
it.  Whenever  this  houfe  has  expelled  any  mem- 
ber, it  has  invariably  afTigned  fome  particular 
offence  as  the  reafon  for  fuch  expulfion.  By  the 
fundamental  principles  of  this  conftitution,  the 
right  of  judging  upon  the  general  propriety  or 
unntncfs  of  their  reprefentatives  is  entrulledwith 
the  eled:ors,  and  when  chofen,  this  houfe  can 
only  exclude  or  expell  them  for  fome  difability 
eitablifned  by  the  law  of  the  land,  or  for  fome 
fpeciiic  offcnge  alledged  and  proved.    If  it  were 

'otherwife, 
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otherwife,  we  fhoulci  in  faft  eledl  ourfelves,  in- 
ftcad  of  being  chofen  by  our  refpedlive  conftitu- 
enrs.  If  I  had  been  one  of  the  eled:ors  for  the 
county  01  Mi ddiffex^  I  fhould  have  fhown  by  my 
vote  the  opinion  which  I  entertained  with  regard 
to  the  condu(5l  and  charadlcr  of  Mr.  JVilkes^  and 
to  the  propriety  of  ehoofing  him  a  knight  of  the 
fhire  for  that  county.  I  had  not  only  a  right, 
but  it  would  have  been  my  duty  to  have  mani- 
fefted  that  opinion.  But  when  he  is  chofen  and 
returned  hither ;  my  duty  is  widely  different. 
We  are  now  afling  in  our  judicial  capacity,  and 
are  therefore  to  found  the  judgment  which  we. 
are  to  give,  not  upon  our  wiiLes  and  inclinati- 
ons, not  upon  our  private  belief  or  arbitrary 
opinions,  but  upon  fpecific  fads  alledged  and 
proved  according  to  the  eilabliflied  rules  and 
eourfe  of  our  proceedings.  When  we  are  to  ad 
as  judges,  we  are  not  to  alTume  the  characters 
of  iegiflators,  any  more  than  the  court  of  King's 
Bench,  who  were  bound  to  reverfe  Mr.  Wilkes'^ 
outlawry  if  they  found  any  irregularity  in  it, 
though  pofiibly  they  were  convinced  in  their 
private  opinions,  that  it  would  have  been  more 
beneficial  to  the  ftate  to  have  confirmed  it.  If 
we  depart  from  this  principle,  and  allow  to  our- 
felves  a  latitude  of  judging  in  queftions  of  this 
nature,  if  we  are  to  admit  thofe  whpm  we  think 
mod  proper,  and  to  expell  thofe  whom  we  think 
mofl  improper,  to  what  lengths  will  not  this 
do6lrine  carry  us  ?  There  never  was  a  parliament 
chofen,  into  which  there  were  not  Tome  perfons 
eleded  whom  the  greater  part  of  the  houfe 
thought  unworthy  of  that  honour.  I  fpeak  of 
former  parliaments,  and  it  becomes  us  to  be 
careful  that  pofterity  fhould  not  fpeak  ftill  worfe 
of  us.  Let  me  fuppofc  for  a  moment,  that  this 
were  tru^,  to  a  certain  degree  even  in  the  pre- 
fent  pariiamenc,  and  that  it  were  carried  flill  far- 

*  ther 
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'  ther  from  party  prejudice,  or  from  motives  kfs 

*  defenfible.    This    would    indeed    be    the  fare 

*  means  of  purging  the  houfe  efFcdually  from  all 

*  ill  humours  within  thefe  walls,  and  of  difperfing 

*  them  at  the  fame  time  through  every  corner  of 

*  the  kingdom.     But  if  this  fummary  mode  of 

*  reafoning  was  really  meant  to  be  adopted,  there 

*  was  certainly  no  occafion  for  our  fitting  four  or 
'  five  days  and  nights  together,  to  decide  a  quef- 

*  tion,  which  might  as  well  have  been  determined 

*  in  fo  many  minutes.  I  cannot  therefore  bring 
«  myfelf  to  think,  that  any  gentleman  will  avow 
'  the  propofition   to   this   extent.     But  perhaps 

*  fome  may  wifii  to  (helter  themfelves  under  the 
«  other  part  of  the  argument,  and  may  contend, 

*  that  a  man  who  has  been  expelled  by  a  former 

*  houfe  of  commons  cannot,  at  leaft  in  the  judg- 

*  ment  of  thofe  who  concurred  in  that  fentence, 

*  be  deemed  a  proper  perfon  to  fit  in  the  prefenc 
<  parliament,  unlefs  he  has  fome  pardon  to  plead, 
^  or  fome  merit  to  cancel  his   former  offences. 

*  They  will  find  upon  examination  that  this  doc- 
^  trine  is  almoft:  as  untenable  as  the  other.     Voces 

*  of  cenfure,   and  even  commitments  by  either 

*  houfe  of  parliament  ailing  in  that  capacity  only, 

*  determine,  as  it  is  well  known,  with  the  fefnon. 
'*  There  are  indeed  fome  inftances,  where  in  mat- 

*  ters  of  contempt  and  refufal  to  fubmit  to  the 

*  orders  of  the  houfe,  the  proceeding  has  beexi 

*  taken  up  again  in  a  following  fefiion.     But  to 

*  transfer  an  expulfion  from  one  parliament  to 

*  another,  and   by  this   means  to  eftablifh  a  per- 

*  petuai  incapacity  in  the  party  fo  expelled,  which 
'  m.uft  be  the  confequence  of  it,  as  this  ohjeclion 

*  will  hold  equally  ftrong  in  any  future  parliamenc 

*  as  in  theprefent:    this  I  fay,    would   be  con- 

*  trary  to  all  precedent  and  example,  and  incon- 
'  fiftent  with  the  fpirit  of  the  conftitution.  I  could 
^  cite  many  precedents  to  prove  the  firft  part  of 

*  my 
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*  my  aflertion,  but  one  alone  will  be  fufficient  for 

*  my  purpofe,   becaufe  that  is  fo    fignal,    and   fo 

*  memorable  in  all  its  circumftances,  as  to  render 

*  any  confirmation  or  inforcement  of  ic  quite  un- 

*  necefTary.      In   quoting    this    precedent   I    beg 

*  leave  to  fay,  that  1  do  not  intend  to  throw  any 
'  imputation  on  any  perfon  whatfoever.     I  neither 

*  mean  to  acquit  or  condemn  thofe  who  were  par- 

*  ties  to  it,  but  merely  to  ilate  the  fad  as  it  ap- 
'  pears  from  your  journals,  and  then  to  fubmit  the 

*  refulc  of  it  to  the  judgment  of  thofe  who  hear 

*  me.     The  cafe  I  allude  to  was  that  of  Mr.  JVal- 

*  pole^    who  was  afterwards  firft  minifter  to    king 

*  George  the  firft  and  kingGeorge  the  fecond  for  the 

*  term  of  twenty  years  and  upwards.    On  the  17th 

*  of  January  1 711-12,  he  was  voted  by  the  houfe 
'  of  commons  guilty  of  a  high  breach  of  truft  and 
f  notorious  corruption,  in   receiving  the  fum  of 

*  500  guineas,  and  taking  a  note  for  500  poundsf 

*  more  on  account  of  two  contra<5ls  made  by  him 

*  when  fecretary  at  war,    purlliant  to   a  power 

*  granted  by  th€  lord  treafurer,  and  for  this  of- 
<  fence  he  was  committed   prifbner  to  the  5"(9Wc'r 

*  and  expelled  the  houfe.     He  was   immediately 
■"   * .  re-eled:ed,  but  declared  incapable  of  being  chofen 

*  during  that  parliament.     However  on   the  dif- 

*  folution  of  it  a  year  and  a  half  afterwards,   he 

*  was  again  chofen  into  the  new  parliament,  was 
'  admitted  to  take  his  feat  without  the  lead  quef- 

*  tion  or  objection  on  account  of  his  former  ex- 

*  pulfion,  and  continued  a  member  of  the  houfe  of 
"^  commons  in  every  fubfequent  parliament  till  the 
*•  year  1742,  when  he  was  created  earl  of  Or/(?ri. 

*  It  cannot  be  denied  that  the  offence  was  in   its 

*  nature  infamous,  and  fuch  a  one  as  rendered  the 

*  perfon  guilty  of  it  unfit  to  be  trufted  with  the 
*-  power  to  give,  or  to  manage  the  public  money. 

*  The  fame  party  that  expelled  him,  whofe  enmiry 
'  was  aggravated  by  his  great  talents  and  know- 

*  ledge 
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ledge  of  bufmefs,  continued  equally  adverfe  to 
him,  and  equally  prevalent  in  the  new  parlia- 
ment ;  but  however  defirous  they  were  to  get 
rid  of  him,  and  however  violent  upon  many 
other  occafions,  yet  in  the  very  zenith  of  their 
power,  they  did  not  dare  to  fet  up  this  pretence, 
or  to  urge  the  expulQon  of  a  former  parliament, 
although  not  two  years  before,  as  a  fuilicient 
ground  for  re-expelling  or  declaring  him  inca- 
pable of  fitting  in  a  new  parliament.  If  this 
could  have  been  attempted,  every  circumftanre 
concurred  to  make  them  wi(h  it.  The  crime 
itfelf  was  breach  of  truft,  and  notorious  corrup- 
tion in  a  publlx:  officer  relative  to  public  money, 
an  offence  in  the  eye  of  parliament  certainly  not 
iefs  infamous  or  lefs  criminal  than  writing  and 
publifhing  a  feditious  libel.  Few  if  any  vv'ere 
more  obnoxious,  or  more  formidable  to  them 
than  the  gentleman  who  had  been  the  obje6t  of 
theirjuftice  or  refentment.  The  heat  of  party 
rage  had  been  pleaded  in  excufe,  if  not  in  jufti- 
fication  of  many  extravagancies  on  both  fides, 
but  they  thought  this  meafure  beyond  the  mark 
of  a  common  violence,  and  therefore  dared  not 
to  attempt  it.  I  have  faid  before,  that  it  was 
not  my  intention  to  approve  or  to  blame  the 
cenfure  then  paffed  upon  that  extraordinary 
man.  It  was  the  fubjedt  of  great  difcufiion  and 
altercation  at  the  time.  I  do  not  wifh  to  revive 
pad  heats.  The  prefent  are  more  than  fufEcient, 
and  all  wife  and  good  men  fhould  endeavour  by 
juftice  and  moderation  to  allay  them.  Let  us 
therefore  take  it  either  way.  Let  us  fuppofe, 
tliat.  he  was  guilty  or  innocent  of  the  charge  to 
the  utmoft  extent,  and  then  let  us  confider  hov/ 
the  cafe  will  apply  to  that  part  of  the  queftidn 
which  is  now  before  us.  The  crime,  as  it  related 
to  a  fraud  concerning  the  public  revenue,  was 
certainly  under  the  immediate  cognizance  of  this 

*  houfe. 
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'  houfe,  and  was  perhaps  punifhable  in  no  other 

*  manner.     They  puniOied  it  as  leverely  as  they 

*  could,    both   by  imprifonment  and  expulfion; 

*  the  former  of  which  ended  in  a  few  months,  and 
«  the  confequences  of  the  latter  in  a  year  and  an 
<  half.  If  he  was  guilty  of  a  high  breach  of  trult 
'  and  notorious  corruption,  he  was  certainly  very 
'  unfit  to  be  inveiVed  with  the  moft  facred  truft  in 

*  the  kingdom,  that  of  a  member  of  the  legiQature. 
'  Had  the  queftion  been  afked  upon  that  occafion 
'  likewife,  what  merit  he  had  after  his  firft  expul- 

*  fion  to  recommend  him  to  the  fubfequent  par- 

*  liament  ?  The  anfwer  mufl:  have  been,  that  he 
^  had  perfifted  in  juilifying  what  he  had  done, 
'  that  he  had  appealed  not  only  to  his  eledtors, 
'  but  to  the  world  at  large  in  more  than  one  print- 

*  ed  pamphlet,   accufmg  the  houfe  of  commons 

*  which  had  condemned  him,  of  violence  and  in- 

*  jurtice.     With  all  thele  aggravations,   and  with 

*  every  other  inducement,  what  could  have  pro- 

*  tested  him,  what  could  have  prevented  his  re- 

*  expulfion,  but  the  notoriety  and  the  certainty 

*  that  fuch  a  meafure   was    not   confident  with 

*  the  known  law  and  ufage  of  parliament,   even 

*  when   exerted  againft  a  guilty  and  obnoxious 

*  man  ?     This  is  the  ftate  of  the  argument  upon 

*  thatfuppofition  ;  but  if  we  take  the  other  part  of 

*  the  alternative,  and  fuppofe  that  he  was  innocent 

*  of  the   charge,  the  propofition  would   be  much 
^  ftronger  •,   we  muft  then  confider  him  in  the 

*  light  of  a  man  expelled  by  party  rage,  or  on 

*  worfe  motives,  not  for  his  crimes  but  for  his 

*  merit,  not  that  he  was  unfit,  but  that  he  was 

*  too  well  qualified  for  the  truft  repofed  in  him. 

*  What  would  have  been  the  confequence,   if  this 

*  dodlrine  of  transferring  the  difability  incurred  by 

*  a  former  fentence  to  a  fubfequent  parliament  had 

*  been   then  eftablilhed  ?     The   public  and  this 
^  ioufe   would   have  been  deprived  for  ever  of 

*  thofc 
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*  thofe  fervices,  which  from  his  knowledge  and 

*  talents  they  have  a  right  to  exped,  and  which 

*  they  lb  much  relied   upon,  particularly    in  the 

*  important  bufmefs  of  the  finances  of  this  king- 
*^  don-i,  and  that  gentleman  and  his  family  wouki 
'  have  been  precluded,  irreparably  precluded,  by 

*  an  unjuft  judgment,  from   thofe  great  emolu- 

*  ments  and  high  honours  which  were  conferred 

*  upon  him  by  two  fuccelTive  kings,   as  the  re- 

*  wards  of  his  adminiftration.     That  lofs  however 

*  would  have  been  the  misfortune  of  individuals, 

*  but  a  much  heavier,    a  much  more  extenfive 

*  misfortune  would  have  befallen  the  parliament 
'  and  the  conftitution,  if  fo  dangerous  a  precedent 

*  had  taken  place.     An   eafy  and  effedlual  plan 

*  would  have  been  marked  out  to  exclude  from 

*  this  houfe  for  ever,  by  an  unjuft  vote  once  palTed, 
'  any  member  of  it  who  fhould  be  obnoxious  to 

*  the  rage  of  party,  or  to  the  wantonnefs  of  power, 

*  Let  not  your  prejudices,  let  not  your  juft  refent- 

*  ments  againft  the  condudt  and  charadler  of  the 

*  man,  who  is  now  the  objed  of  our  deliberation, 

*  prevail  upon  you  to  ground  any  part  of  your 

*  proceedings  upon  fuch  dcftru6live  and  fatal  prin- 

*  ciples.     Confider  that  precedents  of  this  nature 

*  are  generally  begun  in  the  firft  inftance  againft 

*  the   odious   and   the    guilty,     but   when  once 
'  cftablifhed,  are  eafily  applied  to  and   made  ufe 

*  of  againft  the  meritorious  and  the  innocent:   that     ' 

*  the  moflreminent  and  beft  deferving  members  of 

*  the  ftate,  under  the  colour  of  fuch  an  example, 
■*  by  one  arbitrary  and  difcretionary  vote  of  one 

*  houfe  of  parliament  (the  worft  fpecies  of  Oftra'- 

*  cifm)  may  be  excluded  from  the  publig  councils, 

*  cut  off  and  profcribed  from  the  rights  of  every 

*  fubje(^  of  the  realm,  not  for  a  term  of  years 

*  alone,  but  for  ever :    that  a  claim  of  this  na- 

*  ture  would  be  to  aiTume  to  the  majority  of  this 

*  houfe  alone,  the  powers  of  the  whole  legiOature ; 

'  for 
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*  for  nothing  fhort  of  their  united  voice,  declared 
'  by  an  adl  of  parliament,  has  hithereto  pretended 
'  to  exercife  fuch  a  general  difcretion  of  puniiliing, 
'  contrary  to  the  ufual  forms  of  law,  and  of  en- 

Bills  of      '  ading  fuch  a  perpetual  incapacity  upon  any  in-' 
Penaitils'^  '  dividual.   There  are  indeed  fome  inliances  of  the 
'  latter  kind  in  our  flatute  books,  but  even  there 
'  they  havebeenfrequently  animadverted  upon, and 

*  heavily  cenfured  as  ads  of  violence  and  injuftice, 

*  and  breaches  of  theconftitution.  Let  U5  remember 
'  the  well  known   obfervation  of  the  learned  and 

*  fenfible  author  of  L'Efprit  des  Loix,  who  dates 

*  it  as  one  of  the  excellencies  of  the  Englifh  con- 

*  ilitution,  of  which  he  was  a  profefled  admirer, 
•'  that  the  judicial  power  is  feparated  from  the 
'^  legi0ative  ;'*  and  tells  us,  "  that  there  would 
''  be  no  liberty  if  they  were  blended  together, 
*'  that  the  power  'over  the  life  and  liberty  of  the 
*'  citizens  would  then  be  arbitrary  j  for  the  judge 
*'  would  be  the  legiflator."     Shall  we  then,   who 

*  are,  the  immediate  delegated  guardians  of  that 

*  liberty  and  conftitution,    fhall  we  fet  the  wicked 

*  example,   and  attempt  to  violate  them  to  grati- 

*  iy  our  paffions  or  our  prejudices  ?  And  for  whom, 
'  and  upon  what  occafion  ?     Not  to  preferve  the 

*  facred  perfon  of  the  fovereign  from  affaffination, 
^A^Zbur^y  or  his  kingdoms  from  invafion  or  rebellion,  not 
Bills.  *  to  defeat  the  arbitrary  defigns  of  a  defperate  mi- 
h'^'f^^iff:  '  nifter  or  a  defpotic  court,   but  to  infiidl  an  addi- 

tional  punilhment  upon  a  libeller,  who  appears 
by  the  queftion  itfelf  to  have  been  convicted  of 
the  greater  part  of  his  offences  by  due  eourfe  of 
law,  and  to  be  in  adual  imprilbnmenr  at  this 
moment,  under  a  legal  fentence  pronounced  by 
the  fupreme  court  of  criminal  juftice  in  confe- 
quence  of  that  convidion.  Can  we  fay,  that 
there  are  not  laws  in  being,  to  preferve  the  reve- 
rence due  to  the  magift/*ate,  and  to  protect 
the  dignity  of  the  crown  from  fcandalous  and 

'  feditious 
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feditious  libels  ?  Are  they  not  fufficient,  if 
temperately  and  firmly  executed,  to  punifh  and 
to  deter  the  moft  daring  from  the  commiffion  of  , 
thofe  offences  ?  If  they  are,  for  what  purpofe  is 
this  application  ?  If  they  are  not,  can  the  pro- 
pofition  nov/  made  to  you  be  deemed  the  proper 
or  effectual  method  of  enforcing  them  ? 
'  This  brings  me  to  the  only  part  of  the  queflion 
which  I  have  not  yet  touched  upon  ;  I  mean  the 
propriety  and  wifdom  of  this  meafure  ;  fuppofing 
even  that  it  were  clearly  warranted  by  the  law 
of  the  land,  by  the  law  and  ufage  of  parlia- 
ment, by  the  fpirit  of  our  conftitution,  and  by 
the  general  principles  of  natural  juftice  :  the  con- 
trary of  which  I  think  I  have  manifeHly  ihown 
in  every  one  of  thofe  particulars  :  what  then 
are  the  motives  of  propriety  and  wifdom  by 
which  we  are  called  upon  to  come  into  this  ex- 
traordinary refolution  ?  I  Ihall  probably  be  told, 
that  it  is  to  check  and  to  reftrain  the  fpirit  of 
faction  and  diforder,  to  re-eftablifli  the  credit 
and  authority  of  government,  and  to  vindicate 
the  honour  of  this  Houfe,  by  exprefiing  our  ab- 
horrence of  thefe  offences.  No  man  has  beea 
more  defirous  to  attain  thefe  neceffary  purpofes 
than  I  have  been,  or  will  now  fet  his  foot  farther 
for  the  accompiilliment  of  them  by  all  juft  and 
legal  means,  in  every  inftance  confident  with 
the  public  fafety.  I  have  not  changed  miy  fenti- 
menis  relative  to  Mr.  Wilkes^  of  whom  I  conti- 
nue to  think  exadiy  in  the  fame  manner  as  I 
have  long  done  \  but,  whatever  my  fentiments 
are,  it  cannot  be  denied,  that  he  is  now  become 
an  objedl  of  popular  favour.  Nor  is  that  popu- 
lar favour  confined  to  this  capital,  or  to  its 
neighbourhood  alone,  but  is  extended  to  thedif- 
tant  parts  of  the  kingdom.  The  tem.per  of  the 
people  you  have  been  truly  told,  has  on  feveral 
occafions  appeared  to  be  difoidrrly  and  licentious, 
Vol.  VIII.  G  '  fpurning 
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*  fpurning  at  the  laws  and  at  all  lawful  authority. 

*  The  difiiculties  we  have  to  ftruggle  with,  arifing 
'  from  the  interior  condition  of  this  country,  from 
'  the  diiobedience  of  our  colonies,  and  from  the 
'  ftate  of  cur  foreign  affairs,    are  augmented  to 

*  fuch  a  degree,  as  to  form  a  very  dangerous  crifis^ 
<  Therefped:  and  reverence  due  to  the  parliament, 
'  and  the  confidence  repofed  in  this  Houfe,  are 

*  vifibly  diminifhed.  Under  thefe  eircumflances^ 
'  does  it  not  behove  us  to  be  doubly  cautious,  not 
'  to  exceed  the  ftridleft  bounds  of  law  and  of  the 
'  conflitution  ?  Is  it  not  more  advifable,  if  the  cafe 
'  can  admit  of  a  doubt,  to  conciliate  the  heated 
'  minds  of  men  by  temper  and  difcretion,  than 
'  to  inflame  them  by  adding  frefh  fuel  to  difeon- 
'  tent?    Our  fituation,  I  am  lure,  demands  the 

*  firm  fupport  of  an  united  people,  and  their  af- 
'  fedtionate    reliance  upon  the  wifdom  of  thofe 

*  who  govern  them.  Till  that  can  be  reftored,  at 
'  lead  in  fome  meafure,  we  may  look  around  for 
*•  order  and  for  obedience  in  vain.  If  his  Majefty's 
'  fervants  can  think  that  this  proceeding  is  the 
'  likely  means  to  reilore  it,  let  them,  for  the  fake 
*•  of  this  Houfe,  whofe  exifience   depends  upon 

*  the  good  opinion  of  our  conftituents,  as  their 

*  happinefs  does  upon  us  ♦,  let  them  for  their  own 

*  fakes,  confult  that  beft  guide  to  all  human  wif- 
'  dom,  the  experience  of  paft  times-,  and  where 

*  can   they  confult  it  more  properly  than  in  the 

*  hiftory  of  our  own  country  ?    There  they  will 

*  find  fome  of  the  ableft  minifters  and  the  mod 

*  vigorous  generals  that  any   age  could  boaft  of, 

*  dii'graced  and  overturned  in  the  midfl  of  their 
'  luccefs  and  triumph  by  a  popular  clamour  of  the 

*  danger  of  the  church.  The  reverend  incendiary 
'  Dr.  Sacbevereli,  was  un wifely  profecuted  by  this 

*  Houfe.  He  became  by  that  ineans  the  favourite 
'  ap.d  the  idol  of  the  people  throughout  England 
'  as  much,  nay   more,  than  Mr.  Wilkes  is   now. 

^  The 
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'  The   Queen  herfelf  was  flopped  and  infulted  in 

*  her  chair  during  the  trial,  with  God  fave  Dr.  Sa- 
'  cheverell.     I  heartily  wifli  that  no  fimilar  infuk 

*  may  have  been  ofti:red  to  our  prefent  fovereign. 
'  The  prorecution   went  on   and  the  ferment  en- 

*  creafc^d.     The  event  verified  a  famous  exprelTion 

*  in  thofe  days,  "  that  the  whigs  had  wiflied  to  road 
*'  a  parfon,  and  that  they  had  done  it  at  fo  fierce 
"a  fire,  that  they  had  burnt  themfelves  •,'*  for  the 

*  miniftei's  were  difmified,  and  the  parliament  dif- 

*  folved.  The  reverend  dodior,  the  mob  idol, 
^  when  he  ceafed  to  be  a  martyr,  foon  funk  into 

*  his  original  infignificancy,  from  which  that  mar- 

*  tyrdom   alone  had  raifed    him.     Mr.  Wilkes^  ap- 

*  prehenfive  of  the  fame  fate,  and  thoroughly  fen- 

*  fible,  that  the  continuance  of  his  popularity  will 
'  depend  upon  your  condu6i:,  ufes  every  means  in 
'  his  power  to  provoke  you  to  fome  indance  of 

*  unufual  feverity.  Suppofe  that  you  could  other- 
•'  wife  have  doubted  of  it,  yet  his  behaviour  here 

*  at  your  bar,  v/hen  called  upon  to  juftify  himfelf, 
'  is  fully  fufficient  to  prove  the  truth  of  what  I 

*  have  afierted.     If  he  had  intended   to  deprecate 

*  your  refentment,  and  to  flop  your  proceedings 
'  againft  him,  he  is  not  fo  void  of  parts  and  un- 

*  derftanding,  as  to  have  told  you  in  the  words  he 
'  ufed  at  the  bar  (when  charged  with  writing  the 
'  Libel  againft  Lord  Weymouth)  '  that  he  was  only 
''  forry  he  had  not  exprefled  himfelf  upon  that 
""  fubjedb  in  flronger  terms,  and  that  he  certainly 
*'  would  do  fo  whenever  a  fimilar  occafion  fhouki 
*'  prefent  itfelf  i"  nor  would  he  have  afked,  "  whe- 
"  ther  the  precedents  quoted  by  Lord  Mansfield 
*'  were   not  all  taken  from  the  Star  Chamber''  If 

*  he  had  wifhed  to  prevent  this  expulfion,  he  would 

*  have  employed  other  methods  to  accomplifh  his 

*  purpofe  \  but  his  objedl  is  not  to  refcrain  his  feat 

*  in  this  Houfe,  but  to  (land  forth  to  the  deluded 

*  people  as  the  vi6lim  of  your  refentm.ent,  of  your 
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«  violence  and  injuftice.  This  is  the  advantage 
/which  he  manifeftly  feeks  to  derive  from  you, 

*  and  will  you  be  weak  enough  to  give  it  to  him^ 
'  and  to  fall  into  fo  obvious  a  fnare  ?  What  benefit 
'  will  you  gain,  or  what  will  he  lofe,  if  this  mo- 
'  tion  for  his  expulfion  fnall  take  efied  ?  What- 
'  ever  talents  he  has  to  captivate  or  to  inflame  the 

*  people  without  doors,  he  has  none  to  render  him 

*  formidable  within  thefe  walls,  or  to  combat  the 

*  weighty  and  powerful  arguments  which  minifters 
*-  know  how  to  employ.     He  has  holdcn  forth  high 

*  founding  and  magnificent  promifes  of  the  fignal 

*  fervices  which  he  will  perform  to  his  country  ift 
'  parliament,  and  there  are  many  who  are  ignorant 
'  and  credulous  enough  to  believe  them.     When- 

*  ever  he  comes  here,  I  will  venture  to  prophecy 
'  that  they  will  be  grievoudy  difappointed.  That 
'  difappointment  will  be  followed  by  difguft  and 
^  anger,  at  their  having  been  fo  grofsly  deceived^ 

*  and  will  probably  turn  the  tide  of  popular  pre- 
'  judice.     But  as  foon  as  he  (hall  be  excluded  frorn 

*  this  Houfe,  they  will  give  credit  to  him  for  more 

*  than  he  has  even  promifed^    They  will  be  per- 

*  fuaded,  that  every  real  and  imaginary  grievance 

*  would  have  been  redrelled  by  his  patriotic  care 
'  and  influence.    If  in  this  fituation,  any  untoward 

*  accident,  any  diftrefs  fhall  befall  us,  the  ferment 
^  vvill  be  encreafed  by  this  circumftance,  and  the 
'  language  of  an  uninformed  and  milled  people 

*  will  be,  '  aye,  if  Mafler  JVilkes  had  been  in  the 
*'  Houfe  he  would  have  prevented  it ;  they  knew 
"  that,  and  therefore  would  not  fuffer  him  to  come 
"  amongft  them.'    Such  will  be  the  reafoning,  and 

*  fuch   the  confequences  attending  this  meafure  \ 

*  but  they  are  not  the  only  confequences  which 

*  ought  to  be  v/eighed  and  confidered  before  you 
'  engage  in  it.     Look  a  little  forward  to  the  courfe 

*  of  your  future  proceedings,  and  fee  in  what  difii- 

*  cukies  you  will  involve  yourfelves.     In  the  pre- 

'  fent 
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*  fent  difpoficion  of  the  county  of  Middlefex^  you 

*  cannot  entertain  a  doubt,  but  that  Mr.  Wilkes 

*  will  be  re-ele6led  after  his  expulfion.     You  will 

*  then  probably  think  yourfelves  under  a  necefficy 

*  of  expelling  him  again,  and  he  will  as  certainly 

*  be  again  re-ele£i:ed.     What  (leps  can  the  Houfe 

*  then  take  to  put  an  end  to  a  difgraceful  conteil, 

*  in  which  their  juflice  is  arraigned,  and  their  au- 

*  thority  and  dignity  elTentially  compromifed  P 
'  You  cannot,  by  the  rviles  of  the  houfe,  refcind 
'  the  vote  for  excluding  Mr.  Wilkes^  in  the  fame 

*  feffion  in  which  it  has  palled,  and  I  know  but 
'  two  other  methods  which  you  can  purfue.    They 

*  have  both  been  the  fubjedl  of  common  converfa- 

*  tion,  and  are  both  almofl  equally  exceptionable. 

*  You  may  refufe  to  iiTue  a  new  writ,  and  by  that 

*  means  deprive  the  freeholders  of  this  county  of 

*  the  right  of  chufing  any  other  reprefentative,  pof- 

*  fibly  for  the  v/hole  term  of  the  prefent  parliament. 

*  There  are  fom,e  examples  of  this  kind  in  the  cafe 

*  of  corrupt  boroughs,  where  this  Houie  has  fuf- 

*  pended  the  ifTuing  a  new  writ  for  the  remainder 
'  of  a  fefTion,  as  a  punifhment  upon  the  voters  for 

*  the.moft  flagrant  bribery;  but  I  cannot  believe, 
*-  that  it  will  be  thought  juil  or  advifeable  to  inflict 

*  the  fame  punifhment  during  the  term  of  a  whole 
'  parliament,  inftead  of  a  fingie  feffion,  upon  the 

*  electors  of  a  great  county,  for  no  crime,  except 

*  that  of  re-chufing  a  man  whom  this  Houfe  had 

*  cenfured  and  expelled.  If  you  do  not  adopt  this 
^  proceeding,  the  other  alternative  v.'ill  be  to  bring 

*  into  this  Houfe,  as  the  knight  of  the  fhire  for 
^  Middle/ex^  a  man  chofcn  by  a  few  voters  only,  in 
'  contradiction  to  the  declared  fenfe  of  a  great  ma- 

*  jority  of  the  freeholders  on  the  face  of  the  poll, 

*  upon  a  fuppofition,  that  all  the  votes  of  the  latter 

*  are  forfeited  and  thrown  away  on  account  of  the 

*  expulfion  of  Mr.  Wilkes.  If  fuch  a  propofitiori 
f  ihall  ever  be  brought  before  us,  it  will  then  be 
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*  time  enough  to  enter  into. a  full  difcuffion  of  it; 
'at  prefent  I  will  only  fay  that,  I  believe  there-  is 

*  no  example  of  fuch  a  proceeding,  that  if  it  fhall 

*  appear  to  be  new  and  unfounded  in  the  law  of  the 

*  land,  nay,  if  any  reafonable  doubt  can  be  enter- 
'  tained  of  its  legality,  the  attempt  to  forfeit  the 
'  freeholders  voces  in  this  manner  will  be  highly 
>  alarming  and  dangerous.    Are  thefe  then  the  pro- 

*  per  expedients  to  check  and  to  reftrain  the  fpirit 
'  of  fadion  and  of  diforder,  and  to  bring  back  the 

*  minds  of  men  to  a  fenfe  of  their  duty  ?  Can  we 
'  ferioufly  think  they  will  have  that  falurary  efFedt  ? 

*  Surely  it  is  a  time  to  look  forwards  and  to  try  other 
'  meafures.   A  mk  government  knows  how  to  en- 

*  force  with  temper,  or  to  conciliate  with  dignity, 
'  but  a  weak  one  is  odious  in  the  former,  and  con- 

*  temptibie  in  the  latter.     How  many  arguments 

*  have  we  heard  from  the  adminiftration  in  the  courfe 
'  of  this  feffion,  for  conciliating  meafures  towards 
'  the  fubjeds  in  the  American  colonies,  upon  quef- 
'  tions  where  the  legidative  authority  of  Great  Bri- 

.  '  tain  was  immediately  concerned  ?  And  is  not  the 
'  fame  temper,  the  fame  fpirit  of  conciliation,  at 
'  ieafi:  equally  neceflary  towards  the  fubjefls  within 
'  this  kingdom  •,   or  is  this  the  only  part  of  the 

*  King's  dominions  where  it  is  not  adviiable  to  fliow 

*  it  ?  Let  not  any  gentlem.an  think,  that  by  concili- 

*  ation  I   mean  a  blind  and  bafe  compliance  with 

*  popular  opinions,  contrary  to  our  honour  and  juf- 

*  ticc  ;  that  would  indeed  be  unworthy  of  us.  I 
'  mean  by  conciliation,  a  copl  and  temperate  con- 
'  dud,  unmixed  with  paffion,  or  with  prejudice. 

*  No  man  wiflies  more  than  I  do  to  ftop  any  excefs 

*  on  either  fide,  or  is  more  ready  to  refill  any  tu- 

*  multuous  violence  founded  upon  unreafonable  cla- 
'  mour.     Such  a  clamour  is  no  more  than  a  fudden 

*  guft  of  wind  which  pafies  by  and  is  forgotten  •, 

*  but  when  the  public  difcontent  is  founded  in  truth 
^  and  reafon  3  when  the  (icy  iov/ers  and  hangs  heavy 

^all 
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<  all  around  us,  a  (lorm  may  then  arife,  which  mnytear 

^  up  the  conftitution  by  the  roots,  and  fhake  the  pa- 

«  lace  of  the  king  himfelf.  As  for  me,  I  have  given 

«  my  opinion,  and  I  have  chofen  to  do  it  without 

«  concert  or  participation.     lean  affure  the  Houle, 

*  that  fome  of  my  nearefl  friends  did  not  know  the 
.  *  part  which  I  fhould  take.    I  determined  not  to  tell 

*  it,  that  I  might  keep  myfelf  unengaged  and  free    - 

*  to  change  it,  if  I  thought  proper,  during  the  courle 

*  of  the  debate,  I  do  not  mean  by  this  to  fay,  that 
'  I  came  into  th^  Houfe  v/ithout  having  formed  an 

*  opinion  ;  on  the  contrary,  I  had  v/eighed  and  con- 

*  fidered  it  thoroughly,  and  my  judgment  upon  it 

*  is  the  refult  of  my  mofl  ferious  deliberation.     I 

*  know  not  what  others  may  think,  or  who  will  a(5t 

*  with    me  upon  this  occafion.    Thofe  who  were 

*  once  my  frieiids  may  have  adopted  other  ideas  and 

*  other  principles,  and  even  thofe  who  will  ftill  con- 

*  tinue  to  be  fo,  may  poiTibly    entertain  different 

*  fentiments  from   mine  upon  this  (ubjtct.     That 

*  confideration  muft  not  prevent  me  from  doing  jut- 
'  cice;  but  God  forbid,  that  they  fhould  not  exercife 

*  the  fam.e  liberty,  and  follow  their  opinions,  as  I 

*  do  mine.     They  know  that  I  have  not  afked  one 

*  of  them  to  attend  during  any  part  of  this  buQ- 

*  nefs,  nor  have  I  defired  their  concurrence.    Many 

*  of  them  lit  around  me,  and  I  appeal  to  them  for 

*  the  truth  of  what  I  have  faid.  Thus  far  then  I 
'  have  difcharg-ed  my  duty,  v*rith  no  other  view,  but 

*  to  do  that  which  appears  to  me  moft  conformable 

*  to  the  endsof  juHice  and  of  the  public  welfare, 

*  mod  for  the  fafety  and  honour  of  the  king  and 

*  the  kingdom.  Whilft  my  little  endeavours  can 
'  -contribute  but  a  mite  to  thefe  great  purpoles,  T 
'  will  continiie  to  exert  them  as  freely  as  I  have 
'  now  done  ;  but  whenever  the  violence  or  corrup- 

*  tion  of  the  times,  either  within  or  without  thefe 
^  walls,  will  not  permit  me  to  follow  thofe  didlates 
^  uncontrouled,  I  v/ill  leave  this  place  and  retire 
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*  from  an  aOembiy,  which  can  ^no  longer  be  called 
'  a  free  parliament.    Many  extravagancies  commit- 

*  ted  by  Mr.  JVtlkes  and  his   adherents  have  beeri 

*  urged,  and  even  magnified,  as  if  they  could  jufti- 

*  fy  any  extravagance  of  power  to  reprefs  them.  It 
'  has  been  afked,  are  thefe  oifences  to  pafs  unpu- 

*  nilhed,  and  are  we  not  to  vindicate  our  own  credit, 
'  as  well  as  that  of  the  government,  by  exprefTing 

*  our  abhorrence  of  them?  Have  I  been  an  advocate 
'  for  their  paffing  unpunifhed  ?  Have  I  flopped  or 
'  negleded,  to   enforce  the   cenfure   of  the  law  ? 

*  Was    he  not   profecuted,    tried  and  convidled, 

*  and  when   he  left   the    kingdom   to   avoid  his 

*  fentence,    was  he  not    outlawed  ?    Let  me  go 
'  *  farther.     Had  Mr.    Wilkes  ventured  to   return 

*  home  whilft  I  had  the  honour  to  be  intruded  with 

*  the  executive  powers  of  the  flate,  he  fhould  not 
*•  have  remained  out  of  cuftody  four  and  twenty 

*  hours,  without  fubmitting  himfelf  to  the  juftice 

*  or  the  mercy  of  the  King,  v/hom  he  had  fo  griev- 
^  oudy  offended.  He  knew  it,  and  therefore  did 
'  not  return  till  he  met  with  more  encouragemnet. 
'  This  furely  was  not  the  behaviour,  nor  is  this  the 
'  language  of  one  of  hispartizans.  Compare  it  with 

,    *  the  condudl  of  thofe  who  now  hold  the  chief  office 

,    *  and  authority  of  the  government,  and  who  call 

^  fo  loudly  for  vengeance  and  for  punifhment.  Did 

*  they  not  give  their  fupport  to  him  abroad  after 
'  his  convidion  and  outlawry,  and  keep  up  an  inter- 
'  courfe  and  correfpondence  with  him.,  even  whilfl: 
'  they  were  the  King's  minifters  }  Was  he  not  per- 

*  mitted  to  return  to  England,  to  appear  publickly 

*  in  this  capital,  for  months  together,  and  to  walk 
'  daily  under  the  windows  of  the  palace  unmolefted, 
'  unconfined,  and  unpunilTied  ?  They  could  not 
'  plead  ignorance  of  the  feditious  libel  againfl:  the 

*  King  and  both  Houfes  of  parliament,  nor  of  the 

*  three  impious  libels  contained  in  the  Effay  upon 

*  Woman,  for  all  of  which  he  had  been  legally 
^  tried   and    convicted.     Why   then  was  he   not 

*  called 
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*  called  to  his  fentence,  and  the  laws  carried  into 

*  execution,    agreeable   to   the  folemn  affurances 

*  given  by  the  King  in  anfwer  to  both  Houles  of 

*  Parliament,  when  they  joindy  addrefled  his  ma- 
*jefly   to  carry  on   this   profecution  ?  What  was 

*  become  of  the  executive  power,  and  how  were 

*  thofe  who  were  invefled  with  it  juftified  in  fuf- 
'  pending  the  ufual  courfe  of  the  law,  againft  the 

*  exprefs  diredion  of  the  King,  enforced  by  the 

*  recommendation  of  both  Houfes  of  Parliament? 
'  What  were  the  inducements  at  that  time  to  fuch 

*  extraordinary  favour  and  lenity,  and  what  arc 
'  now  the  motives  for  this  extraordinary    refent* 

*  ment:  and  feverity  ?  The  firH:  circumftance  which 

*  feems  to  have  awakened  their  attention,  was  Mr. 

*  Wilkes  offering  himfelf  a  candidate  for  the  city 

*  of  London  and  the  county  of  Middlefex,  againft 
'  the  inclination  of  the  miniftry  :  but  the  proceed- 

*  ings  againft  him  were  then   carried  on  like  the 

*  feeble  efforts  of  men  not  half  awake,  or  not  half 

*  in  earneft.     Many  days  pafied  over  before  the 

*  officers  of  the  crown  would  venture  to  execute 

*  the  common  procefs  of  the  law  for  apprehending 

*  him  ;  and  to  obviate  this  difficulty,  they  had  at 
*-  laft  recourfe  to  the  fhameful  expedient  of  ftipulat- 

*  ing  with  Mr.   Wilkes  himfelf,  the   terms  upon 

*  which  he  would  confent  to  be  taken  into  cuftody, 

*  To  follov/  that  precedent  you  ought  now  at  leaft 

*  to  afk  him,  upon  what  terms  he  will  confent  to 
^  be  expelled.    Perhaps,  if  properly  applied  to,  he 

*  may  condefcend  to  this  requeft  as  gracioufly  as 

*  he  did  to  the  former,  and  as  voluntarily  as  he 
'  furrendered  himfelf  a  prifoner,  when  he  was  taken 

*  with  impunity  out  of  the   hands  of  the  officers 

*  of  juftice  by  twenty  perfons,  almoft  in  fight  of 

*  the  court  of  King's  Bench  then  fitting  in  Weft- 

*  minfter  hall.     Such  was  the   firm   and   fpirited 

*  condudl  by  which  the  fupreme  authority  of  the 
^  laws  was  fupported  and  preferved.  The  outlawry 
\  Y/as  reverfed  for  an  error  fg  trivial^  that  the  court 

*Qf 
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*  of  King's  Bench  declared  when  they  reverfed  ir, 

*  that  they  were  almofl  afhamed   to   mention  it. 

*  When  the  judgment  was  given,  the  firft  law  offi- 
'  cer  of  the  crown  in  demanding  it  did  not  think 
^  proper  to  enforce  the  penalty  according  to  cnf- 
'  torn,  and  it  was  therefore  milder  than  iifnal.  In 
'  the  firft  fcllion  of  this  parliament,  Mr.  Wilkes 
'  was  returned  a  member  of  it,  and  fuffered  to 
'  continue  without  any  notice  taken  of  him!  The 

*  beginning  of  the  prefent  fefllon  pafled  in  the 
'  fame  manner.     What  is  it  then  which  has  roufed 

*  the  languid  fpirit  of  adminiftration,  and  called 

*  down  the  vengeance  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons 
^  of  Great  Britain  ?  Not  the  feditious  and  danger- 

*  ous  libel  of  the  North  Briton,  not  the  impious 

*  libels  of  the  Effay  upon    Woman,    not  all  the 

*  extravagancies  which  have  been  urged  in  this 

*  day's  debate  ^  all  thefe  v;ere  known  before,  and 
'  were  not  deemed  fulBcient  for  the  exertion  of 
^  the  common  cenfures  of  the  law  -,  but  he  has 
*-  fmce  prefumed  to  write  an  infolent  libel  upon  a 

*  fecretary  of  flate.     This  it  feems  is  that  capital 

*  and  decifive  offence,  which  is  to  raife  our  indig-- 
'  nation  to  its  higheft  pitch.     The  honour  of  our 

*  King,  and  the  reverence  due  to  our  Religion, 
'  were  palTed  over  in  filence  and  forgotten.     They 

*  are  now  to  be  thrown  into  the  fcale,  to  make 
'  up  the  weight,  and  to  induce  us  to  efpoufe  the 
*■  quarrel  of  a  minifter.     To  accomplifh  this  im- 

*  portant  purpofe,  we  are  to  violate  not  only   the 

*  forms,  but  the  effence  of  our  conftitution.   The 

*  Houfe  of  Commons  is  to  blend  the   executive 

*  and  judicial  powers  of  the  ftate  with  the  legifla- 

*  tive,  to  extend  their  jurifdidion,  that  they  may 

*  take  upon  themfelves  the  odium  of  trying  and 

*  punifhing  in  a  fummary  manner,  an  offence  which 

*  does  not  relate  to  themfelves,  but  is  under  the 
^  immediate  cognizance  of  the  courts  of  lav/.     In 

*  the  exercife  of  it  they  are  to  form  an  accumula- 

*  tive 
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*  tive  and    complicated  charge,    which   no  other 

*  court,  nor  even  they  themielves,  have  ever  ad- 

*  mitted  in  any  other  inftance.     They  are  to  min- 

*  gle  up  new  crimes  with  old,  and  to  try  a  man 
'  twice   by   the  fame  judicature  for  the  fame  of- 

*  fence.     They  are  to  transfer  the  cenfures  of  a 
'  former   parliament,    contrary   to   all  precedent, 

*  and  to  make  them   the  foundation  of  the  pro- 

*  ceedings  of  a  fubfequent  one.     They  are  to  af- 

*  fume  a  power  to  determine  upon  the  rights  of 

*  the  people,  and  of  their  reprefentatives,  by  no 

*  other  rule,  but  that  of  their  own  inclination  or 

*  difcretion ;    and  laftly,  they  are  to  attempt   to 

*  perfuade   mankind,  that  they  do  all  thefe  things 

*  to     vindicate     their  own    honour,    to    exprefs 

*  their  refped  for  their  king,  and  their  zeal  for, 

*  the  facred  names  of  their  God,  and  their  Reli- 

*  gion;     Thus  are  we  to  add  hypocrify,-  to   vio- 

*  lence,  and  artifice  to  opprcfTion,  not  remember- 

*  ing,  that  faifhood  and  diffimuiation  are  only  the 

*  wrong  fides  of  good  fenfe  and  ability,  which 
'  fools  put  on,  and  think  they  wear  the  robe  of 

*  wifdom.     If  the  Houfe  of  Commons  fhall  fuf- 

*  fer  themfelves  to  be  made  the  inftruments  in 
'  fuch  hands,  to  carry  fuch  a  plan  into  execution, 

*  they  will  fall  into  the  lowed  ftate  of  humiliation 

*  and  contempt.     An  individual  indeed  may  ex^ 

*  empf  himfelf  from  the  difgrace  attending  it,  but 

*  the  difhonour  and  odium  of  it  will  cleave  to  that 

*  aifembly,  which  ought  to  be  the  conftant  objed: 

*  of  public  reverence  and  afifedlion.     I  have  done 

*  my  duty  in  endeavouring  to  prevent  it,  and  am 

*  therefore  carelefs  of  the  confequences  of  it  to 
'  myfelf  I  expecl  that  what  I  have  faid  will  be 
'  mifreprefented  out  of  this  Houfe,  perhaps  in 
^  that  place,  where  of  all  others  a  mifreprefenta- 

*  tion  of  what  pafles  here  will  be  molt  criminal. 

*  Thofe  who  have  heard  me   mud  know,  that  I 

*  have  neither  inyidioully  aggravated,  nor  fa6li- 

'  oully 
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*  oufly   extenuated  Mr.  Wilkes*^  offences.     If  he 

*  iliali  commit  freih  crimes,  they  will  call  for  frefh 
*^  punilhment.    The  law  is  open,  that  law  which  is 

*  the  fecurity  of  iis  all,  to  which  Mr.  Wilkes  has 

*  been,  and  certainly  will  be  amenable.  Let  him 
'  undergo  the  penalties  of  that  law,  whatever 
'  they  may  be,  but  not  of  an  undefined  difcreti- 

*  onary  power,  the  extent  of  which  no  man  knows, 

*  the  extent  of  the  mifchiefs  arifmg  from  it,  to  every 

*  thing  which  is  dear  to  us,  no  man  can  tell. 

*  I  feel  that  I  have  troubled  the  Houfe  too  long, 

*  but   this   is  no  comm.on  Queftion,  and  I  truft, 

*  that  the   fame  indulgence  which  has  been  my 

*  encouragement,  will  be  my  excufe  and  juilifi- 
'  cation.' 

Feb,  7.  The  Northampton  petition  came  on. 
The  petitioner  Mr.  Howe^  fet  forth  the  partiality 
and  attachment  of  the  returning  officer  to  the 
iltting  members;  and  the  invalidity  or  occafion- 
ality  of  feveral  of  their  votes. — In  proving  the 
former  part,  it  would  appear,  that  when  Sir  John 
Langham  had  been  propofed  as  a  candidate  againft 
the  fitting  members,  that  the  mayor  not  only 
headed  their  mob,  but  employed  perfons  to  lay 
money  for  him,  that  the  return  would  be  in  favour 
of  the  baronets,  Rodney  and  OJburne  —  a  debate 
enfued  whether  this  part  of  the  petition  fhould  be 
gone  into,  as  it  related  only  to  Sir  John  Langham^ 
and  not  to  Mr.  Howe^  therefore  it  could  not  affect 
the  prefent  cafe,  that  they  might  as  well  fuppofe, 
becaufe  the  mayor  had  been  a  friend  to  the  fitting 
members  feven  years  ago,  that  therefore  he  would 
be  partial  in  the  prefent  eledion,  to  them— -it was 
anfwered,  that  the  partiality  fliewn  to  the  caufe  of 
the  prefent  members  in  the  canvas  before  the  laft 
election,  certainly  ought  to  be  enquired  into,  as, 
if  they  bad  continued  to  ad  in  that  manner,  it 
would  fnew  a  ftrong  propcnfity  to  return  their 
friends  even  againft  reafoa  and  juftice  —  the  divj- 
5  fion 
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fion  on  this  queftion  was  156  for  Mr.  Hcwe^  76 
againfl  him. 

Feb,  S.     'The  report  from  the  Committee,  concerning 
North  American  affairs. 

Mr.  Rofe  Fuller  propofed  an  amendment  upon 
the  addrefs,  and  fpoke  long  and  well.  A  debate 
cnfued,  in  which  the  arguments  were  the  fame  as 
before. 

Governor  P^w««// repeated  his  objections  againft 
the  refolves,  but  at  prefent  confined  his  oppofition  ta 
the  propofed  addrefs,  and  faidj  if,  as  I  have  before 
proved,  even  to  the  convidionofminiftry  themfelves; 
that  the  refolves  were  no  true  Ull^  for  they  had  been 
forced  to  acknowledge  that  the  fads  afferted  ia 
them,  were  not  true  and  not  grounded,  even  though 
they  determined  to  pafs  them  as  true  and  ground- 
ed— if  this  was  the  ftate  of  the  cafe,  and  that  it  was 
fo  I  appeal  to  the  fenfe  and  honour  of  the  houfe, 
then  confidering  this  addrefs  as  a  prefentment  on 
thofe  occafions :  I  muft  of  courfe  be  againd  it  5 
but  I  am  not  only  againft  it  as  a  prefentment  upon 
a  charge  which  I  think  no  true  bill,  but  as  it  goes  to 
the  advifing  the  crown  to  a  proceeding  diredlly 
contrary  to  that  law,  and  to  thofe  rights  which  t 
think  the  people  of  the  province  of  MalTachufet's 
Bay  ar^  intitled  to — as  it  goes  to  the  advifing  the 
crown  to  a  proceeding  which,  confiftent  with  its 
own  ads,  it  cannot  go  into,  and  which  I  think 
none  of  his  Majefty's  council  ever  will  advife  him 
to  enter  into ;  at  leaft,  fuch  advice  would  put  his 
Majefty  under  fuch  difficulty,  as  no  one  man  would 
wifh  to  put  another, — And  what  I  am  going  to 
fay  is  the  foundation  of  this  opinion,  which  I  wiih 
and  call  upon  the  crown  lawyers  to  attend  to  and 
confider. — The  crown,  in  the  8th  of  William  the 
Third,  gave -its  confent  to  an  ad  of  the  province 

of 
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of  MafTachufets  Bay,  for  regulating  trials  for  high 
treafon  within  that  province,  according  to  an  acl 
of  parliament  of  the  7th  of  William.  I  know 
that  no  provincial  ad:  whatever,  even  with  the  con- 
fent  of  the  crown  added  to  it,  can  alter  or  fuper- 
fede  any  adl  of  parliament— I  know  and  will  allow, 
that  this  ad  does  not  fnperlede  or  repeal  the  thirty- 
fifth  of  Harry  the  Eighth— but  fo  far  forth  as  the 
ilTuing  this  fpecial  commiflion  for  trying  of  trea- 

.  fons  here  in  England  under  that  a5i^  be  a  meafure 
which  the  King  may  or  may  not  take--I  do  fay, 
that  the  crown  having  given  its  confent  that  the 
people  of  the  province  of  MafTachufets  Bay^^// 
he  tried  within  that  province,  according  to  the  f event h 
of  William^  fo  far  as  that  will  or  pleafure  can  be 
bound  by  that  confent  fo  given,  never  will  or  can, 
confident  with  the  ads  of  the  crown,  iffue  fuch 
commillion  to  bring  any  delinquent  out  of  the  pro^ 
vince,  and  to  try  him  here  upon  the  acl  of  Harry 

'   the  Eio^hth. 

I  fuggefled  this  before  in  the  form  of  doubt,  in 
hopes  it  might  have  drawn  forth  fome  anfwer.  I 
do  now  pronounce  peremptorily  and  pofitively, 
that  the  crown  neither  will  or  can  iffue  fuch  com- 
miflion, and  I  call  upon  the  crown  lawyers  to  an- 
fwer this,  if  they  have  anfwer' to  give.  The  people 
have  thought  themfelves  aggrieved  in  having  the 
cafes  of  their  property  determined  in  the  court  of 
Admiralty,  without  the  benefit  of  juries — perhaps 
that  complaint  may  not  be  entirely  founded  in  law; 
but  if  they  think  fo,  and  if  this  procedure  by 
which  they  may,  without  the  prefentment  of  an 
inquefb  of  twelve  lawful  men,  be  taken  into 
cuftody,  and  in  that  cuftody  fent  over  hither 
to  be  put  upon  their  trial  for  their  lives  fhould 
llrike  their  hearts  upon  this  old  fore,  how  deeply 
mult  it  wound  them,  and  to  what  a  dangerous 
ftate  of  defperation  may  it  not  drive  their  minds  ? 
if  they  confider  that  they  may  be  prefented  by  their 

Governor, 
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Governor,  a  Tingle  man,  and  in  confcqnehce  of  that 
prefentment  taken  into  cuftody,  and  feht  prifoners 
3c 00  miles,  to  be  put  upon  their  trial,  vvhich  of 
iVelf,  fhould  they  be  acquitted,  is  a  punifhment 
of  the  fevered  and  mod  cruel  nature :  rf  they  con- 
fider  that  they  are  thus  deprived  of  the  common 
liberty  vvhich  we  enjoy,  of  not  being  prefented  and 
put  upon  trial  but  by  the  inqueft  of  tv^elve  lawful 
men  of  our  country— to  what  predicament  muft 
they  think  themfelves  reduced?— I  own  I  dread  the 
confequence  if  the  Americans  fhould  feel  that  they 
are  in  that  predicament;  but  I  am  comforted,  be- 
caufe  I  am  fure  they  never  will  feel  it,  as  I  am 
convinced  that  fuch  commiflion  never  will  nor  can 
be  ilTued,  that  fuch  proceedings  never  will  be,  nor 
can  be,  carried  into  execution. 

I  will  therefore  next  confider  this  meafure  con- 
nected with  the  military  manoeuvres  in  America — 
as  a  political  meafitre^  planned  and  defigned  to  en- 
force the  execution  of  the  revenue  laws  in  that 
country.— To  be  able  to  judge  of  the  effed  of  fuch 
meafure,  it  will  be  neceflary  to  (late  the  cafe  to 
which  it  is  applied. 

On  one  hand  you  have  your  declaratory  law,— 
your  revenue  laws  as  the  exertion  of  the  declared 
right— you  have  your  commiffioners  to  execute 
thefe  laws — and  the  military  to  enforce  this  execu-- 
tion.— *On  the  other  hand,  the  Americans  do  uni- 
verfally,  invariably,  and  unalterably  declare,  that 
they  ought  not  to  fubmit  to  any  internal  taxes  im- 
pofed  upon  them  by  any  legiflature  wherein  they 
have  not  reprefentatives  of  their  own  ele6lion.-— 
Qn  this  principle  they  oppofe  fuch  taxes  by  their 
Petitions  and  Remonftrances  only^  asyet\  but  there 
is  fomething  threatening  in  the  bad  temper  and  ill 
blood  which  feems  to  be  forced  up— fo  that  the 
ifilie  is  well  nigh  brought  to  force.-  -The  people  of 
that  country  and  the  king's  troops  are,  as  it  were, 
fet  in  array  againft  each  other.— -The  fword  indeed 

is 
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is  not  drawn — but  the  hand  is  upon  it. — The  word 
for  action  is  not  indeed  yet  given,  but  mifchief  is 
on  tip-toe  5  and  the  flighteft  circumllance  would 
in  a  moment  throw  every  thing  into  confulion  and 
bloodfhed.  And  if  fome  mode  of  policy  does  not 
jnterpofe  to  remov-e  this  exertion  of  military  power 
—the  union  between  Great  Britain  and  North 
America  is  broken  for  ^-u^r— unlefs  (what  is  worfe) 
hoth  are  united  in  one  common  ruin. 

Where  the  whole  fpirit  and  bent  of  a  people, 
who  have  the  powers  of  government  within  them- 
felves,  is  fixed  and  determined  againft  a  tax — ex- 
perience and  common  fenfe  will  convince  you,  that 
no  civil  power,  no  civil  coercion,  will  ever  affcfs 
or  colledt  it. 

It  will  be  found  alfo  in  the  trial,  fadlj  that  no 
military  force  can  do  this— it  never  did,  fo  long 
as  t\iQ  forms  only  of  government  remained  :  it  can- 
.  not  afTefs  or  colledl :  it  may  raife  a  contribution  by 
military  execution—but  that  is  not  government,  it 
is  war. 

Here  Sir !  I  muft  beg  to  mark  the  diftinclio'n 
betv/een  the  application  of  military  force  in  this 
cafe,  and  the  application  of  it  in  the  ufual  cafes 
which  arife  in  Great  Britain. 

Military  force  is  never  applied,  but  when  called  for 
by  xhe  civil  magiftrate— never  ads,  but  in  aid  of 
the  civil  magiftrate — and  under  the  orders  and 
command  of  the  civil  magiftrate:  but  if  they  are 
fent  to  Bofton— the  civil  magiftrate  the  mean  while 
protefting  that  they  are  not  wanted- --if  they  are 
fent,  not  in  aid  of  the  civil  magiftrate,  but  as  it 
were  to  force  him  to  ad:  are  not  put  under  his 
orders,  but  take  polfeflion  of  his  jurifdidion,  and 
take  the  command—that  is  not  gov ernme7it,  it  is 
war. 

If  the  people  are  indeed  in  rebellion— it  is  ne- 
cefTary  war:  but  if  they  neither  make  nor  intend, 
any  oppofition  by  force  or  arms — if  they  have  con- 
tinued. 
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tinued,  and  do  continue,  to  pay  the  duties — what 
is  there  for  the  troops  to  do  ?  however  the  people 
may  fubmit,  in  thefe  points,  in  fa^^—thQ  troops 
will  never  convert  them  to  the  opinion  of  the  right. 

And  here  1  cannot  with-hold  an  obfervation 
which  a  friend  of  mine  in  that  country  makes  on 
this  occafion  :  '  If  you  mean  to  govern  the  country    ' 

*  by  the  aid  of  military  force,  you  have  not  fent 
'  a  fufficient  number  of  troops— -if  you  do  not 

*  mean  this,  you  have  already  fent  too  many.'  But 
—thank  God,  refiftance  by  force  and  arms  is  not 
the  refiftance  which  you  have  to  guard  againft. 
The  people  of  America  are  huft>andmen  and  mer- 
chants;  who  have  lived  by  their  dependence  upon, 
and  under  the  protection  of  Great  Britain- -are 
unaccuftomed  to  arms— are  not  trained  up  in  a 
military  fpirit— -do  not  (to  ufe  an  exprelTion  of  their 
own)  feel  bold  to  refift  by  arms :  yet,  if  you  at- 
tempt to  force  tdxes  againft  the  fpirit  of  the  people 
there,  you  will  find,  when  perhaps  it  is  too  late, 
that  they  are  of  a  fpirit  which  will  refift  all  force — 
which  will  grow  Wronger  by  being/crr^i— will  prove 
Superior  to  all  force — and  ever  has  been  uncon- 
querable: they  are  of  a  fpirit  to  abide,  nay,  to 
court,  perfecution  :  and  if  amongft  other  propoli- 
tions  which  they  have  taken  up,  they  fhould  once 
take  it  into  their  heads  that  they  are  under  a  ftate 
of  perfipcution;  that  fpirit  of  enthufiafm  which  is 
of  their  temper,  and  of  their  very  nature,  will 
arife-,  and  every  mifchievous  confequence,  in  every 
extreme,  v^iil  accompany  it. 

This  fpirit  is  not  dead  in  them  ;  it  is  only  dor- 
mant :  the  utmoft  care  and  fkill  of  thofe  who  lead 
them,  either  in  civil  or  religious  matters,  is  em- 
ployed to  reftrain  and  keep  it  down.  If  this  fpirit 
fhould  once  take  fire— and  believe  me,  Sir,  it  is 
in  fuch  a  ftate  of  inPiammability  that  the  fmalleft 
fpark  would  give  it  fire — it  will  break  out  into  a 
flame,    which  no  rcafon,    no  prudence,  no  force 

Vol.  VIII.  H  can 
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can  reftrain:  thofe  who  yet  retain  fome  lead,  and 
have  kept  matters  from  running  to  extremities,  to 
whom  the  people  ftill  iiften— will  either  iofe  that 
lead,  or  will  take  the  lead  of  this  fpirit  when  it 
fhall  be  once  gone  forth— and  if  tlie  miniflers 
(whom  we  here  call  the  clergy)  once  fail  in  with 
this  fpirit  ♦,  if  the  people  once  call  upon  theni,  they 
-rnuft  take  the  lead— and  if  they  do,  the  people  (ta 
ufe  their  own  phrafe)  will  be  led  by  Mofes  and 
Aaron,  by  the  civil  and  religious,  under  a  bond 
of  unity  that  no  faftions  will  divide,  no  force  can 
break. 

The  fpirit  of  their  religion— or  if  you  pleafe  fa' 
to  call  it,  of  fanaticifm— will,  hke  Mofes' ferpent, 
devour  every  other  palTion  and  alFedion  :  their  love 
for  the  mother  country,  changing  its  nature,  will 
turn  to  the  bittereft  hate  :  their  affe6lation  of  our 
modes  and  fafhions,  (the  prefent  fource  of  great 
part  of  our  commerce)  will  become  an  abomination 
in  their  fight. 

That  fpirit  which  led  their  anceflors  to  break  ofF 
from  every  thing  which  is  near  and  dear  to  the  hu- 
man heart— from  every  conne<5lion  which  friend- 
ihip,  relation,  blood  could  give— which  led  them 
to  quit  every  comfort  that  a  fettled  and  civilized 
country  (their  own  native  country)  could  afford ; 
and  to  encounter  every  difficulty  and  diftrefs,  which 
a  wild  wildernefs  of  favages  could  oppofe  to  them, 
to  ftruggle  even  for  their  exiftence :— that  fpirit, 
equally  ftrong  and  equally  inflamed,  has  but  a 
flight  and  trifling  facrifice  to  make  at  this  time — 
they  have  not  to  quit  their  native  country,  but  to 
defend  it — they  hvae  not  to  forfake  their  friends 
and  relations,  but  to  unite  with  and  to  ftand  by 
them,  in  one  common  union.  The  only  facrifice 
they  have  to  make  is  that  of  a  few  follies  and  a 
few  luxuries. — It  is  not  neceflity  that  is  the  ground 
of  their  commerce  with  you  j  it  is  merely  the  af- 
feftation  of  your  modes  and  cuftoms — the  love  for 
4  homey 
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home,  as  they  call  England,  that  makes  them  like 
every  thing  which  comes  from  thence-,  but  paffioa 
may  be  conquered  by  pafTion,  and  they  will  abo- 
rninate  as  fincerely  as  they  now  love  you ;  and  if 
they  do,  they  have  within  themfelves  every  thing 
which  is  necefTary  to  the  food,  raiment,  or  the 
dwelling  of  mankind,  and  have  no  need  of  your 


commerce. 


But  that  gentlemen  may  not  think  this  to  be 
mere  harangue— I  will  come  to  particulars.  They 
have  a  great  furplufage  of  hides  and  leather- 
hides  are  even  part  of  their  exports.  They  have 
peltry— they  have  wool,  linen,  and  cotton.  They 
work  up  all  thefe  and  have  home-made  and  home- 
ipun,  fufiicient  for  their  cloathing.  They  have  fifh, 
game,  beef^  mutton,  and  every  other  article,  ac 
^bout  one-third  of  the  price  which  we  pay  here— 
they  have  iron  and  copper  which  they  call  and 
work  up  in  every  form  that  is  neceiTary.  The 
dnly  difficulty  which  they  have  at  farft  to  labour 
^gainfl:,  will  be  the  manufadlure  of  hardware. 
But  when  I  tell  the  houfe  that  they  do  already 
make  all  the  implements  of  hufoandry  better  than 
thofe  which  come  to  them  from  Engla?2d—2ind  that 
the  hufbandmen  buy  fuch,  in  preference  to  thofe 
made  in  Engla'd—thej  will  fee  how  large  a  ftride 
they  have  taken  towards  the  ellablifhment  of  this 
branch  of  bufinefs :  and  (overloaded,  from  vari- 
ous reafons,  as  every  branch  of  our  manufadlures 
is  with  .manufacturers)  if  a  ftop  be  put  to  them 
but  for  one  year,-— the  tide  is  upon  the  turn;  the 
rnanufafturers  with  the  turn  of  that  tide  will  go 
over  in  ihoals  to  America — as  they  once  came  over 
hither  from  the  Netherlands.  If  it  be  not  the  hu- 
mour of  the  houfe  to 'bear  to  be  told  this  now, 
they  will  remember  it  hereafter. 

In  one  word.  If  this  fpirit  of  fanaticifm  fhould 
once  arife  upon  the  idea  of  perfecution— thofe 
people  whom  Great  5nV^/;/ hath  to  this  hour  drawn 

H  2  as 
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as  it  were  with  a  thread — and  whom  it  has  govern- 
ed, as  you  have  been  ingenioufly  told,  with  a  little 
paper  and  packthread— you  will  not  for  the  future 
be  able  to  govern  it  with  a  rod  of  iron :  and  every 
benefit  which  tbk  cou^ntry  has  derived  from  thai 
country,  will  be  flopped  at  every  fource. 

If  it  be  not  the  humour  of  the  houfe  to  helieiJe' 
this  at  prefent'"\  only  beg  they  Will  remember  if 
has  been  iaid,  and  that  they  are  forewarned  of  it. 

If  this  then  be  the  ft-ate  of  this  bufinefs,  and 
thefe  the  confequences  of  proceeding  by  exertion 
of  force  inftead  of  meafur&s  of  policy-— 2ind  if  after 
dl,  force  will  not  and  cannot  produce  the  effeft 
aimed,  at— but  will  produce  fuch  diredtly  contrary 
and  pernicious  effeds :  if  after  alienating  the  peo- 
ple of  the  colonies-— after  diflblving  the  union  that 
is  between  us— after  breaking  all  communicatioru 
of  commerce  between   us  \    it  fhall  be  found  im- 
pofiible  to  tax  a  people  who  have  the  powers  of 
government  within  themfelves,  unlefs  by  and  with 
their  own  confent,  either  in  the  grant,  or  by  their 
acquiefcing  in  the  grant  with  their  confent  to  afTefs^ 
and  colledt  fuch  tax-  -if  this  be  the  cafe— there 
remains-  no  other  alternative,  but  to  adopt  fome 
mode  of  policy^  that  will  carry  that  confent  along 
with  the  power  of  governraent. 

But  why  do  I  endeavour,  under  the  difcourage- 
ment  which  gentlemen  give  to  any  reafoning,  any 
confideration  of  this  matter-,  why  fhould  I  endea- 
vour to  obtrude  miy  poor  reafoning  fo  ill  received  ? 
Why  Ihould  1  talk  of  adopting  modes  of  policy 
when  the  fnorter  way— of  the  queflion  and  deci- 
fion,  the  fhort  way  oi  force ^  feems  already  adopt- 
ed ?  Neverthelefs,  even  under  this  difcouragement, 
if  gentlemen  attend,  I  will  mark  out  that  mode  of 
policy  by  which  every  evil  may  be  avoided,  and  all 
again  be  reftored  to  peace,  to  union  and  govern^ 
ment.  This  mode  lies  in  the  nature  of  the  bufi- 
iael5»  ia  the  adual  (late  of  things— it  is  the  moft 

cafy 
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cafy  "^^to  be  underftood— the  mofl  eafy  to  be  exe- 
cuted—nay, the  only  one  that  is  pradicable. 

What  I  would  wifh  to  fuggeft  to  the  confidera-  . 
tion  of  the  houfe,  and  what  I  know  would  fuc- 
ceed — is  this  plain  and  fimple  advice — that  yoa 
•iliould  not  ftir  up,  but  wave,  all  queftions  which 
become  mere  articles  of  faith— that  you  fhould 
make  no  innovations  in  pra6lice,  Eor  fuffer  any  in- 
croachments  to  be  made  on  government— that  you 
fhould  take  the  ground  that  you  now  adually  ftand 
upon--and  that  government  fliould  ad  upon  that 
ground,  as  it  hath  done  invariably  for  160  years 
pad*  from  the  -firft  eftablifhment  of  the  colonies. 

This  would  heal  that  union  between  the  mother 
country  and  her  colonies,  which  hath  been  vitiated; 
— would  reftpre  that  communication  of  commerce 
which  otherwife  will  be  cut  off— would  revive  a- 
gain  the  fpirit  of  obedience— and  re-eftablilh  the 
power  of  government. 

Truth  lies  in  a  very  narrow  compafs.  I  fhould 
not  therefore  take  up  much  time  in  explaining  'to 
the  hpufe  this  plain  and  pradlical  propoficion :  I 
fee  the  houfe  is  impatient  to  decide;  but  it  is  for 
that  very  reafon,  feeing  the  danger  of  the  decifion, 
that  I  labour  to  obtrude  and  even  force,  againft  / 
their  inclinations,  my  poor  opinion  to  their  confi- 
deracion — I  do  not  attempt  or  pretend  to  amufe 
and  entertain  them.  I  cannot  exped  their  atten- 
tion; it  is  from  the  importance  of  the  fubjedl  that 
I  befeech  their  patience. 

From  the  firft  eftablifhment  of  the  colonies, 
'till  within  three  or  four  years  paft,  the  people 
have  enjoyed  and  exercifed  the  power  of  taxing 
themfelves  inUrnalfy'—of  giving  and  granting  their 
own  money. 

Firft,  For  the  fupport  of  government  withm 
the  limits  and  precinMs  of  their  refpe^five  jurif 
^i^ions, 
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Secondly,  For  the  aid  of  the  mother  country, 
whenioever  called  upon  or  required  for  thai 
fpecird  purpofe. 

In  which  the  mother  country  never  interfered^ 
-—On  the  other  hand,  the  mother  country  has  un- 
interruptedly and  invariably  laid  and  impofed  upon 
them  external  taxes  by  port  duties — which  the  peo- 
ple never  have  oppofed-— never  confidered  as  a 
grievance—  nay,  never  objedled  to,  or  petitioned 
againft. 

Government  gave  to  thefe  people  no  qccafion 
of  difputes,  by  laying  internal  taxes -^  and  hath  al- 
ways found  reafon  to  be  fatisfied  with  the  liberality 
and  chearfulnefs  of  their  free  grants  and  aids. 

The  people  on  the  other  hand,  never  ohjeSfed  ta 
external  taxes — to  jmpoils,  fubndies,  and'  duties. 
They  know  that  the  exprefs  conditions  of  their 
fettlements  and  eilablifliments  were,  that  they 
fhould  pay  thefe-— and  therefore  they  never  have 
had  any  difputes  with  government  on  this  head-- 
,but  have  always  found  reafon  to  be  fatisfied  in  the 
moderation  with  which  government  hath  exercifed  thi^ 
power. 

Within  four  or  five  years  pad,  it  was  thought 
.advifeable  to  lay  internal  taxes  on  the  people  of 
the  colonies.  The  quefiions  which  this  meafure 
and  the  repeal  of  it,  raifed  and  brought  into  dif- 
culTion — and  the  manner'  in  which  this  queilion 
.was  mod  unaccountably  agitated;  by  arguing  from 
precedents  of  external  taxes  10  the  juftice  and  pro- 
priety of  internal  taxes-,  by  faying,  that  there  was 
tio  difference— has  taught  the  colonies,  to  retort 
the  reverfe  of  the  propofition,  by  arguing  froni 
internal  to  externaL  In  this  argument  they  have 
adopted  your  own  propofition — ^^and  by  your  help 
have  reafoned  themrelves  into  an  oppofition  to  all 
external  taxes  which  "they  had  hitherto  fubmitted 
to  for  a  century  and  half.  Hence  we  receive  at 
this  day  complaints  of  grievances,  calls  for  redrefs, 
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petitions  and  remonftrances  againft  theie  taxes--^ 
and  hence,  all  the  niilCxhiefs  of  this  day's  per- 
plexity. 

But,  Sir!  all  this  is  a  mere  outwork;  advanced 
on  your  ground— it  is  not  there  real  defence,  on 
ground  which  they  hope  to  maintain— it  is  mere 
argument  ad  hominem-,  it  is  fighting  you  with  your 
own  weapons.  Neither  their  own  principles,  nor 
the  conilitution  of  their  eftablifhments,  give  ground 
for  this  reafoning — nor  do  their  own  arguments 
lead  them  to  thefe  conclufions.  They  neither  are 
nor  can  be  in  earned  in  making  thefe  claims,  other- 
wife  than  having  fomething  to  negociate  with, 
and  to  give  up.  | 

If  therefore  you  will  a6t  in  the  government  of  | 

the  colonies  as  you  have  done  for  160  years  paft; 
and  will  take  the  ground  that  this  bufmefs  does  ' 

adlually  now  (land  upon — and  will  fuffer  it  to  be 
known  and   underftood   that  you  do  really  adopt  ' 

this  mode  of  adminiftration,  all  may  be  quiet, 
and  would  be  quiet,  as  foon  as  a  fhip  could  arrive 
with  the  news  of  it  from  North  America, 

The  ground  that  this  bufmefs  doth  adbually  ftand 
upon  is  this— you  have  now  no  internal  taxes  upon 
which  queftions  may  be  raifed  or  difpute  arife  with 
the  Americans  .'-'You  have  no  conceiTions  to  make 
r— no,  repeals  as  to  internal  taxes— The  external 
taxes  which  are  laid  upon  the  colonies,  are  no 
other  as  to  the  matter  of  them,  than  fuch  as  the 
colonies  have  ever  fmce  the  firfi:  eftablifhment  fub- 
mitted  to  and  paid :  and  you  have  pledged  your^ 
felves,  that  if  in  the  mode  of  thefe  taxes  there  be 
any  thing  which  is  injurious  tp  the  fpirit  of  com- 
merce— any  thing  which  is  matter  of  real  grievance 
—you  will  be  ready  to  relieve  and  to  amend  :  there 
is  not  at  prefent  any  intention  of  extending  the 
exercife  of  our  power  to  the  laying  internal  taxes ; 
por  will  any  future  miqiftry  (be  they  compofed  of 
H  4  whomfoever 
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whomfoever  they  may)  ever  venture  to  lay  internal 
taxes. 

But  as  there  are  thofe  who  fay  that  there  is  no 
fuch  diitindion — as  alfo  others  who  do  not  fee 
how  this  diftindion  can  arife— I  will,  if  the  impa- 
tience of  gentlemen  to  come  to  a  decifion  Vv^ithout 
difcuflion,  without  a  debate,  will  permit  me, 
mark  fuch  diftinftion  :  after  which,  I  will  eilablifh 
the  plain,  fimple  advice  which  I  prefume  to  give 
on  thofe  reafonings  which  I  advance,  as  to  the  po- 
licy, the  wifdom,  the  experience,  thejuftice,  the 
neceffity  of  the  meafure. 

I.  The  conditions  of  the  grants  and  charters 
under  which  thefe  people  did  firft  quit  this  country 
and  fettle  in  America ;  and  on  which  their  corpo- 
rations and  powers  of  government  are  eflablifhed 
—do  exprefly  ftipulate  for  the  payment  of  fub- 
'  fidies,  duties,  and  impoils,  almoft  without  varia- 
tion, in  the  fame  words,  throughout  every  grant 
and  charter.  I  need  not  now  repeat  or  recite  thefe 
claufes— they  are  apparent,  and  open  to  the  in- 
ipedion  of  every  one. 

On  the  other  hand,  every  charter  docs  exprejly  or 
intentionally  make  a  diftindlion  between  thefe  and 
fuch  taxes  as  they  are  permitted  and  impowered 
.  to  lay  on  their  own  eftates,  real  and  perfonal, 
within  the  frecinEls  and  limits  of  their  territories  \ 
and  on  fuch  tranfadions  a^i  (hail  pafs  within  their 
'  own  jiirifdi^iion. 

1  he  charter  of  Virginia,  after  having  diredlly 
i5xed  the  right  of  payment  of  the  fubfidies,  im- 
pofts,  and  duties,  from  the  company  to  the  crown; 
and  having  made  a  grant  of  the  fame  to  the  com- 
pany for  21  years— -has  thefe  VN^ords:  "  That  they 
Ihaii  be  free  of  all  fubfidies  and  cuftoms  in  Virginia 
for  2  I  years,  and  from  all  taxes  and  impofitions  for 
^■y^r."— Making  not  only  an  exprefs  diftindion  in 
the  matter  but  in  the  right-— d.Xi^  m  confequence  of 

this 
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this  diftincllon,  the  incorporating  charters  of  go- 
vernment ^gave  them  power  to  tax  themfelves. 

The  charter  of  Maryland,  and  in  all  the  grants 
therein  made,  makes  an  exprefs  faving  of  impofts, 
duties,  and  cuftoms,  to  the  king  and  his  heirs  for 
ever,  which  the  people  of  that  province  by  the 
exprefs  condition  of  their  charter  are  bound  to  pay 
v-yet  the  fame  charter,  likewife  making  the  dif- 
tindion  both  in  matter  and  rights  between  internal 
and  external  taxation — "  We  our  heirs  and  fuc- 
cefTors  fhall  at  no  time  fet  and  make,  or  caufe  to 
fet,  any  impofition,  cuftom,  or  other  taxation,  rate 
or  contribution  whatfoever,  in  and  upon  the  dwel- 
lers and  inhabitants  of  the  aforefaid  province,  for 
their  lands ^  gcods^  tenements^  and  chatties  wixHiisf 
THE   SAID  PROVINCE. "--And  in   confequence  of 
this,  the  legiflature  of  the   province   has  power 
granted  to  impofe  and  affefs  taxes  \yithin  the  pre- 
cipes and  juriididions  of  its  territories. 

In  the  fame  manner  (for  it  would  be  tirrfome  to 

cite  all  particulars)  and  almofl  in  the  fame  words, 

all  the  charters  of  incorporation  and  government 

—which  are  to  be  diftinguifhed  from  the  original 

grants  of  the  lands  and  territories — make  the  fame 

diftin(5lion  — fiipulating  expreisly  for  the  payment 

of  all  impoJIs^  Juhftdies^  and  duties^  according  to  t^s 

law  of  merchants. — But  as  to  the  lands,  tenements, 

and  hereditaments  within  the  precinds  and  jurif- 

di£l ions— leaving  thofe  at  large,  as  objeds  of  the 

taxation  of  the  feveral  legiflatiires  which  are  refpec- 

tively  thereby  eflablifhed  \  with  powers  to  ordain 

and  eftabiifh  all  manner  of  laws,  impofe  and  ajefs, 

and  to  levy  money  on  the  lands  and  hereditaments 

within  the  bounds  of  their  grants. 

2.  And  as  this  v/as both  intentionally  and exprefly 
the  liberties  and  franchifes  granted  to  thofe  colo- 
nies at  their  firft  fettlement  -,  and  lb  underftood  •,  as 
far  as  the  crown  could  or  might  grant^ :— fo  the  exer- 

cife 

*  Virginia  charter. 
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cife  and  and  adminiftration  of  government  towards 
thefe  people  hath  been  for  a  century  and  half  in- 
variably condiided  on  this  plan— always  impofing 
.or  requiring  external  or  port  duties— never,  till  of 
'late  years,  calling  forth  the  power  of  parliament  to 
exert  its  ahfolute  power  in  laying  duties  and  taxes 
on  the  dwellers  and  inhabitants  of  thofe  colonies 
for  their  lands,  hereditaments,  or  tranfadions 
within  the  precinds  and  jurifdidtions  of  their  feve- 
rai  territories. 

3.  The  colonies  have  been  ilfed  to  this  diftinflion 
by  the  courfe  and  pra6lice  of  government,  have  in 
their  reafoning  marked  an  ejfential  difference  in  the 
nature  of  the  thing. 

Whatever  tax  or  duty  is  impofed  upon  external 
property  imported  into  their  country — is  indeed  an- 
nexed to  the  property^  but  not  upon  them  either  in 
their  rights  or  perlbns  -,  until  they  choofe,  by  pur- 
^hafing  that  property  with  the  tax  annexed  to  it, 
%o  anneK  that  tax  alfo  to  themfelves  \  but  this  is  ai> 
act  of  their  own  confent. 

Whatever  ta?:  is  impofed  on  any  property  im- 
niediately  and  intimately  united  with  tjieir  perfons 
or  rights,  mud  be  paid  without  any  interpofition 
of  their  own  will,  unlefs  they  quit  that  property, 
to  forego  that  right. 

The  iirfl  is  external ;  and  annexed  or  not,  at 
their  own  will—the  fecond  is  internal,  and  abfo- 
iutely  annexed  to  what  is  infeparahle  from  them* 

Seeing  this  effential  difference  in  the  nature  of  the 
things  eftabl idled  by  invariable  prefcription  from 
the  firft  eftabliihment  as  a  government — they  rea- 
fon  (and  juftjy  too)  from  this  diftindlion  and  this 
prefcription.  That  whatever  right  of  taxing  them- 
felves within  the  precinds  and  limits  of  their  owr> 
jurifdi6lions  they  enjoy  by  the  principles  of  the 
Britifh  government  and  their  own  conftitution  ;  or 
whatever  rights  they  may  have  been  permitted  tq 
cxercife  by  prefcriptioil  and  practice — fueh  right  or 

rights 
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rights  are  confined  to  their  own  lin)its.  Howfo- 
ever  they  may  reafon  right  or  wrong  as  to  interna} 
taxes,  their  arguments  go  not  beyond  low-water 
mark — whatever  pafTes  the  great  ocean  to  or  from 
witboul,  either  is  originally,'  or  commences  to  be, 
feparate  and  diftind  from  their  internal  rights  and 
property :  whoever  acls  and  trades  beyond  the  li- 
mits of  their  precincts,  ads  and  trades  under  the 
exprefs  conditions  of  the  maritime  laws,  both  of 
regulation  and  revenue. 

If  therefore  there  be  any  difference  in  this  dif- 
tindion— in  the  nature,  circumftances  and  effed 
of  taxes,  internal  and  external — if  there  be  any 
diitindion  in  the  cafe,  whether  the  confent  of  the 
iubje6t  goe$  or  does  not  go  along  wii^h  a  payment 
made  under  a  tax— fo  far  as  thefe  diftipdions  do 
go,  fo  far  is  there  a  diftindion  in  the  rights  re« 
jpeding  the- extent  to  which  the  rights  of  fud| 
people  may  be  admitted. 

4.  But  the  principles  on  which  the  Houfe  of 
Commons  grounds  its  peculiar  right  to  originate 
all  grants,  and  to  frame  all  money  bills,  give  the 
colonies  reafonable  expedation,  that  ^whatever  bei 
the  right  of  the  king,  lords,  and  commons,  afiem- 
bled  in  parliament  to  make  laws  which  fhall  be 
binding  on  the  colonies  in  all  cafes  whatever — the 
Houfe^of  Commons  will  never  in  a^  and  deed  ovU 
ginate  any  grants  from  the  lands  on  money  within 
the  limits  and  precinds  of  the  colonies,  until  it 
fhall  be  clear  beyond  all  doubt,  that  the  members 
of  that  houfe  do  in  aEi  and  deed  represent  the  coun- 
ties, cities,  and  boroughs  in  America,  as  they  do 
the  counties,  cities,  and  boroughs  of  Great  Bri- 
tain, for  whom  they  give  and  grant—or  that,  accord- 
ing to  principles  maintained  by  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
mons, they  do  give  and  grant  for  the  counties, 
cities,  and  boroughs,  whom  they  do  in  ad  and 
deed  reprefent. 
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I  fay,  Sir !  no  miniftry  will  ever  venture— the 
prefent  do  not  defire  or  mean — to  propofe  fnch 
t^xes  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons:  and  that  houfe 
never  will  confent  with  thofe  principles,  by  which 
ij:  maintains  this  right  Qf  originating  grants,  exclu^ 
0ve  of  the  lords — 1  fay,  never  will,  adopt  and  ori- 
ginate any  fych  tax. 

What  then  remains— -but  as  you  are  In  fad,  and 
by  good  fortune,  reftored  again  to  the  fafe old  ground 
on  which  this  matter  hath  always  flood— but  that  you 
refume  again  the  fpirit  of  your  old  policy.  1  am 
founded  when  I  fay  that  this  would  reftore  again 
peace,  order,  and  government,— I  have  letters  in 
my  pocket  from  fome  of  the  principal,  fome  of  the 
leading  men  of  that  country— who  fay  we  do  not 
call  upon  Great  Britain  to  give  up  her  rights  and 
claims — we  only  defire  to  be  returned  back  and 
fet  again  upon  our  old  fafe  ground,  which  we  un- 
derftood,  and  that  in  the  exercife  of  your  power 
you  would  return  to  your  old  policy. 

JLe.t  the  matter  of  right  reft  upon  the  declaratory 
law,  and  fay  no  more  about  it.  It  may  be  under- 
flood  (as  it  is  in  the  fame  words  as  that  refpeding 
Ireland)  that  it  (hall  fland  in  the  fame  line  of  ad- 
miniftration— -I  fay  it  may  be  fo  underftood,  and 
will  be  better  underftood  by  beipg  never  ex- 
plained. 

Do  npthing  which  may  bring  into  difcu/Tior^ 
queftions  of  rights  which  muft  become  mere  articles 
of  faith— Go  into  no  innovations  in  pradice,  and 
fuffer  no  encroachments  on  government — Extend 
not  the  power  which  you  have  of  impofing  taxes, 

to  the   laying  internal  taxes  on  the  colonies - 

Continue  to  exercife  the  power,  which  you  have 
already  exevcifed,  of  laying  fubfidies,  impofts,  and 
duties— but  exercife  thi.s  as  you  have  always  hi- 
therto jiione,  vyith  prudence  and  moderation,  and 
directed  by  the  fpirit  of  commercial  vvlfdom. 

"     This 
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This  fpirit  and  mode  of  government  would  ce- 
ment again  that  union  which  is  (battered,  if  it  is 
not  quite  broken would  reftore  again  that  fpi- 
rit of  obedience,  which  the  lofs  of  authority  on 
the  one  hand,  and  the  lofs  of  affec^lion  on  the  other, 
hath  interrupted— would  re-eftablifb  the  authority 
as  well  as  force  of  civil  government^  which  has  al- 
moft  loft  its  force  by  lofing  its  authority. — Exert 
THE  SPIRIT  OF  POLICY,  that  you  may  not  ruin  the 
colonies  and  yourfelvcs  by  exerting  fob^ce. 

Upon  a  divifion  the  miniftry  carried  it  to  agree 
with  the  committee  upon  the  reiblutions  and  ad- 
drefs  fent  from  the  lords  i  upon  which  Lord  North 
carried  thofe  papers  back  to  the  lords.  The 
reiblutions  and  addrefs  then  ftood  as  follows. 

Refohed^  By  the  lords  fpi ritual  and  temporal, 
and  commons,  in  parliament  aflfembled,  That  the 
votes,  refolutions,  and  proceedings  of  the  houfe  of 
reprefentatives  of  Mafacbufet's  Bay,  in  the  months 
of  January  2ind  Fehuary,  onethoufand  feven  hundred 
and  fixty-eighr,  refpeding  feveral  late  ads  of  par- 
liament, fo  far  as  the  faid  votes,  refolutions,  and 
proceedings,  do  import  a  denial  of,  or  do  draw 
into  queftion,  the  power  and  authority  of  his  ms- 
jefty,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  confent  of  the 
lords  fpiritual  and  temporal,  and  commons,  in 
parliarnent  aflembled,  to  make  laws  and  ftatutes, 
of  fufficient  force  and  validity  to  bind  the  colonies 
and  people  of  A'merica^  fubjeds  to  the  crown  of 
Great  Britain^  in  all  cafes  Vv^hatfoever,  are  illegal, 
unconftitutional,  and  derogatory  of  the  rights  of 
the  crown  and  parliament  of  Great  Britain. 

Refolved,  That  the  refoluticn  of  the  faid  houfe 
of  reprefentatives  of  the  province  of  Majfachu- 
fet's  Bay^  to  write  letters  to  the  feveral  houfes  of 
reprefentatives  of  the  Britijlo  colonies,  on  the  con- 
tinent, defiring  them  to  join  with  the  faid  houfe 
of  reprefentatives  of   the    province  of  Majj^ichn- 
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y^/'s  Bay^  in  petitions  which  do  deny,  or  draw 
into  queflion,  the  right  of  parliament  to  impofe 
duties  and  taxes  upon  his  majeity's  fubjefts  iri 
Ammca\  and  in  purfuance  of  the  faid  refolution, 
the  writing  fuch  letters;  in  which  certain  late 
afl:s  of  parliament,  impofing  duties  and  taxes, 
are  flated  to  be  infringements  of  the  rights  of 
his  majefty's  fubjeds  of  the  faid  province;  are 
proceedings  of  a  moft  unwarrantable  and  dange- 
rous nature,  calculated  to  inflame  the  minds  of 
his  majefty's  fubjedls  in  the  other  colonies,  tend- 
ing to  create  unlawful  combinations,  repugnant 
to  the  laws  of  Gnat  Britain^  and  fubverfive  of 
the  conftitution. 

Refohed^  That  Jt  appears^  that  the  town  of 
BofloHy  in  the  province  of  Majfachufefs  Bay^  has 
for  fome  time  pad  been  in  a  ftate  of  great  difor- 
der  and  confufion,  and  that  the  peace  of  the  faid 
town  has  at  feveral  times  been  diflurbed  by  riots 
and  tumults  of  a  dangerous  nature,  in  which 
the  officers  of  his  majefty's  revenue  there,  have 
been  obflru6led,  by  a6ts  of  violence,  in  the  exe-- 
cution  of  the  laws,  and  their  lives  endangered. 

Refolved^  That  it  appears,  that  neither  the 
council  of  the  faid  province  of  Majfachufefs  Bay^ 
nor  the  ordinary  civil  magiftrates,  did  exert  their 
authority,  for  fupprefling  the  faid  riots  and  tu- 
mults. 

Refohed^  That  in  thefe  circumftances  of  the 
province  of  Maffachufet"^  Bay,  and  of  the  town 
of  Bojlon,  the  prefervation  of  the  public  peace, 
and  the  due  execution  of  the  laws  became  im- 
pradicable,  without  the  aid  of  a  military  force, 
to  fupport  and  prote6l  the  civil  magiftrate,  and 
the  officers  of  his  majefty's  revenue. 

Refolvedy  That  the  declarations,  refolution^, 
and  proceedings,  in  the  town-meetings  at  Bofion^ 
on  the  14th  of  June^  and  12th  of  Septemlevy 
were  illegal  and  unconftitutional,  and  calculated 

to 
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to  excite  fedicion   and    infurreflions  in    his   nia- 
jeily's  province  of  MaJJachufefs  Bay, 

Refohed^  That  the  appointment  at  the  town- 
meeting,  on  the  i2th  September^  of  a  convention 
to  be  held  in  the  town  of  Bojton^  on  the  2 2d  of 
that  month,  to  confift  of  deputies  from  the  fe- 
veral  towns  and  diftridls  in  the  province  of  the 
Maffacbufet's  Bay^  and  the  writing  a  letter  by  the 
feled:  men  of  the  town  of  Bofton,  to  each  of  the 
faid  towns  and  didrids,  for  the  eledlion  of  fuch 
deputies,  were  proceedings  fubverfive  of  his 
majefty's  government,  and  evidently  manifeding 
a  deiign  in  the  inhabitants  of  the  faid  town  of 
Bofton^  to  fet  up  a  new  and  unconftitutional  au- 
thority, independent  of  the  crown  of  Great 
Britain, 

Refolvedy  That  the  eleflions  by  feveral  towns 
and  diftridts  in  the  province  of  Majfachufet^s  Bay^ 
of  deputies  to  fit  in  the  faid  convention,  and 
the  meeting  of  fuch  convention  in  confequence 
thereof,  were  daring  infults  offered  to  his  ma- 
jefty's authority,  and  audacious  ufurpations  of 
the  powers  of  government. 

The    ADDRESS. 

Mgft  gracious  Sovereign^ 

\  We  your  majefry's  moll  dutiful  and  loyal  fub- 

*  jedls,  the  lords  fpiritual  and  temporal,  in  parlia- 

*  ment  afTembled,  return  your  majefcy  our  hum- 

*  ble  thanks,  for  the  communication  your  majeily^ 
^  has  been   gracioufly  pleafed  to  make   to  your 

*  parliament,  of  feveral  papers  relative  to  public 

*  tranfadlions  in  your  majefty*s  province  of  Majfa- 

*  chufet\  Bay, 

'  We  beg  leave  to  exprefs  to  your  majefty  our 

*  fmcere  fatisfaclion,  in  the  meafures  wiiich  your 

*  majefty  has  purfued  for  fupporting  the  conftitu- 

"  tion. 
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tion,  and  for  inducing  a  due  obedience  to  the 
authority  of  the  legiflature-,  and  to  give  your 
majefty  the  ftrongeft  afTurances,  that  we  will  ef- 
fedually  ftand  by,  and  fupport  your  majefty,  in 
fuch  further  meafures,  as  may  be  found  neceflary 
to  maintain  the  civil  magiftrates  in  a  due  execu- 
tion of  the  laws,  within  your  majefty's  province 
of  Majfachufefs  Bay :  And  as  we  conceive  that 
nothing  can  be  more  immediately  neceilary, 
either  for  the  maintenance  of  your  majefty's  au- 
thority, in  the  faid  province*,  or  for  guarding 
your  majefty's  fubjedts  therein,  from  being  fur- 
ther deluded  by  the  arts  of  wicked  and  defign- 
ing  men,  than  to  proceed  in  the  moft  fpeedy 
and  efredual  manner,  for  bringing  to  condign 
punifhment,  the  chief  authors,  and  inftigators 
of  the  late  diforders;  we  moft  humbly  befeech 
your  majefty,  that  you  will  be  gracioufly  pleafed, 
to  direct  your  majefty's  governor  of  Majjachufefs 
Bay^  to  take  the  moft  eftedual  methods,  far  pro- 
curing the  fulleft  information  that  can  be  ob- 
tained, touching  all  treafons,  or  milpriftons  of 
treafon,  committed  within  this  government,  fince 
the  thirtieth  day  of  December  laft",  and  to  tranf- 
mit  the  fame,  together  with  the  names  of  the 
perfons  who  were  moft  a6live  in  the  commiffion 
of  fuch  offences,  to  one  of  your  majefty's  prin- 
cipal fecretaries  of  ftate,  in  order  that  your  ma- 
jefty may  iflue  a  fpecial  commifiion,  for  enquir- 
ing of,  hearing,  and  determining  the  laid  offen- 
ces within  this  realm,  purfuant  to  the  provifions 
of  the  ftatute,  of  the  thirty-fifth  year  of  the 
reign  of  king  Henry  the  eighth,  in  cafe  your 
majefty  ftiall,  upon  receiving  the  faid  informa- 
tion fee  fufficient  ground  for  fuch  a  proceeding-," 
In  the  courfe  ot  the  debate,  alderman  ^recothick 
declared  to  the  houfe,  that  when  taxes  on  America 
were  in  agitation  by  the  late  chancellor  of  the  exche- 
quer Mr.  Charles  Tcvmjhmd^  the  merchants  all  told 
I  him 
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Alderman 
Trecothick, 


him  the  efFe6i:s  they  would  have  in  North  Amsrica^f^^^^^"^^^^ 


that  they  offered  to  pay  the  faid  taxes  here  in  Eng 
land^  but  it  was  unfortunately  refolved  to  tax  Ame- 
rica^ and  the  confequences  v/ould  be  fatal  to  this 
country  — The  addrefs  to  the  king,  was  lodging 
a  fword  over  the  heads  of  the  North  Americans^ 
which  might  drive  them  to  immediate  defpair. — ■ 
He  concluded  v^ith  movins;  to  recommit  the  ' 
addrefs. 

G7'ey  Cooper^  Elq-,  got  up  and  affured  the  hovSQ^<^'-o'  cooper, 
that  it  v/as  not  meant  to  put  the  acl  in  execution,    ^' 
but  only   to  fliew  to  America^  what  government- 
could  do  if  pufhed  to  ir. 

This  brought  up  Captain  PhippSy  who  faid,  *  ICap.pi;>/5. 
'  will  now,  Sir,  fay  fomething  of  the  legality  and 
'  expediency  of  this  meafiire.  The  act,  Sir,  of  the 
'  35th  of  Henry  VIII.  appears  upon  the  face  of  it, 
'to  be  an  explanatory  and  retrofpedcive  law;  the 
'  preamble  fays  "  doubts  having  arifen."  What: 
'  doubts,  Sir,  could  have  arifen,  how  treafons  com- 
'  mitted  in  the  colonies  could  be  tried  long  before 
'  the  colonies  exifted  or  were  thoug-ht  of?  I  differ, 

*  Sir,  from  thofe  gentlemen  v/ho  treated  this  as  a 

*  tyrannical  ad:,  as  it  was  one  of  the  leaft  excep- 

*  tionable  a6ls  of  a  tyrannical  reign,  as  it  was  cal- 
'  culated  to   give   thofe   privileges  to  Englijlomen^ 

*  which  the  prefent  application  of  it  would  deprive 
*"  the  Americans  of-,    I  mean    the  advantages  of  a 

*  trial  by  jury ;  but,  Sir,  ic  happens  fortunately  for 
'  the  Americans,  that  there  is  not  a  fmgle  a<5t  in  the 
'  whole  ftatute  book  that  bears  more  llrongly,  from 
'  collateral  circumilances,  the  marksofanoccafional 

*  acl ;  It  was.  Sir,  enadled  at  the  fame  time  with  the 
'  ad  for  fettling  the  fucceffion,  and  feveral  other 
'  laws,  at  a  parliament  called,  previous  and  pre- 
'  paratory  to  the  King's  going  upon  an  expedition 

*  to  France,  in  v^hich  he  conquered  Bologne,  and 
.  *  fome  other  places.  It  may  be  neceiTary  to  remind 

*  the  houfe,  that  all  treafons  committed  by  perfong 

Vol.  VIIL  I  'abroad. 
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*  abroad,  were,  by  the  firft  oi  Henry  IV.  c.  14th, 
'  to  be  tried  before  the  conftable  and  niarfhal.  Now 
'  Sir  Humphry^  Duke  of  Bucks^  the  iaft  high  con- 

*  fliable,  was  beheaded  three  and  twenty  years  be- 

*  fore  this  time ;  fo  that  without  this  a6i:  there  would 
*•  have  been  an  abfolute  failure  of  juftice,  had  any 

*  treafon  been  committed  whililtheking  was  abroadi 

*  but,  Sir,  fhould  it  be  thought  right  to  adhere  to 
'  the  letter  rather  than  the  fpirit  of  the  law,  and  to 

*  apply  it  to  purpofcs  which  could  not  be  forefeen  ac 

*  the  time  it  was  enadted  ?  is  it  expedient,  is  it  poli- 

*  tic  now  to  put  it  in  execution  ?  let  us  for  a  mo- 

*  menc  confider  the  fituation  of  thefe  men,  torn 

*  from  the  acclamations  of  an  applauding  country 

*  (for  popularity  is  become  a  crime  every  where  in 

*  America^  as  Well  as  England^  to  the  mockery  of 

*  a  trial  by  jury,  for  fo  I  call  it,  diveited  of  all  its 

*  advantages.     How   can  they  avail  themfelves  of 

*  the  right  to  challenge  jurymen,  whofe  charadler 

*  and  connexions  are  unknown  to  them  ?  how  are 

*  they  to  avail  themfelves  of  council,  whofe  abilities 
'  and  fam.e  they  are  (Irangers  to?  by  what  procefs 
'  are  they  to  compel  the  appearance  of  witnefles 
'  from  the  other  fide  of  the  Atlantic}  but.  Sir, 
'  fnould  they  with  all  thefe  difadvantages  efcape, 
'  and  indeed  I  do. not  fee  how  it  can  happen  other- 
'  wife,  for  the  afl  of  the  35th  of  Heyiry  Vlil.  is  for 
'  treafons  committed  out  of  the  realm,  and  the 
'  25th  of  Edvjard  HI.  makes  levying  war  within 

*  the  realm  treafon ;  fo  that  whether  America  is  in 

*  or  out  of  the  realm,  it  cannot  be  within  the  letter 
'  of  boih  thefe  ads,  and  I  hope  there  is  no  latenc 

*  obfolete  ftatute  teeming  with  conftrutflive  treafon, 
'  to  be  brought  forth  againft  thefe  men.  Should 
'  they,  I  fay,  Sir,  after  all  be  acquitted,  whatrepa- 
^  ration  can  be  made  to  an  ingenuous  mind  for  fc^ 
'  foul  an  imputation  as  difloyalry?  what  reparation- 

*  can  be  made  tomendraofo-edfromtheendearments 

*  of  douicitic  life,  brought  from  the  land  of  liberty. 


'  flowing 
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*  flowing  with  milk  and  honey,  to  drink  at  the  bit- 

<  ter  fountain  of  opprefiion  ?   will  they  return  lefs 

*  poirefTed  of  the  confidence  of  their  feliow-fubjeds, 

<  and  lefs  inclined  to  abufe  it?  v/ill  they  return  lefs 

*  convinced  of  the  inconveniencies  of  a  dependent 

<  ftate,  or  lefs  foUicitous  to  ihake  off  the  yoke 

<  from  this  new  outrag;e?  let  us  for  a  moment  con- 

*  fider  the  ftate  of  the  country,  till  they  can  have 

*  fome  account  of  v/hat  is  become  of  thefe  patriots 
«  as  they  will  think  them  ;  will  they  not  think  that 
'  all  thofe,  who  fhall  render  themfelves  obnoxious  to 

<  government  by  (landing  forth  in  oppofition  to  its 
'  meafures,  and  by  fupporting  the  rights  of  thepeo- 

*  pie,  are  like  2l2r^^i;2's  poppiestobe  cu  toff  for  over- 
'  topping  the  reft?  will  ihey  not  think  thefe  men 

*  are  brought  over  here  to  be  murdered  ?  I  know 

*  the  expreffion  is  ftrong— I  fhudder  when  I  ufe  it— 
'  but  we  muft^  make  much  ftronger  fuppofitions 
'  before  we  can  poOlbly  agree  to  this  meafure;  v/e 

*  muft — rather  than  beheve  that  oae  man,  a  gover- 

*  nor,  heated    by   difpute,  piqued  by  oppofition, 

<  can  be  miftaken,  or  have  mifreprefented  this  peo- 

*  pie.     Believe  that  they,  tho'  every  one  of  their 

*  remonftrances  have  brought  affurances  of  loyalty 

*  and  complaints  of  mifreprefentation,  have  been 

*  guilty  of  the  two  greateft  crimes  that  Englilhm.en 
'  and  Ghriftians  can  be  guilty  of— by  flying  in   the 

*  face  of  their  King,  by  rebellion,  and  fetting  their 

*  God  at  defiance  by  perjury.  Will  it  not  be  thought 

*  on  the  other  flde  of  the  Atlantic,  at  leaft  as  likely, 

*  that  twelve  men  may  be  found  here  at  the  devotion 
'  of  a  miniftry,  capable  of  perjury  and  murder,  as 
'  it  can  be  thought  here,  that  twelve  men  cannot  be 
'found  there  incapable  of  perjury  and  treafon  ? 
'  Meafures  fuch  as  ihefe  are  m.ore  calculated  to  raifs 

*  the  rebellion,  they  are  pretended  to  be  pointed  at, 

*  than  to  quel  it,  did  it  exift.  But,  Sir,  if  fuch  is  the 

*  unhappy  temper  and  complexion  of  the  times,  that 
'  this  ftep  is  thought  neceiTary  :  let  not  parliament 

\  2  '  incerfere  j 
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'  interfere  ^  let  them  not  infult  our  underilanding, 
'  by  calling  upon  us  to  recommend    a  meafure, 

*  which  it  appears  by  all  the  papers  on  your  table, 

*  they  have  already  taken  without  your  advice.  I 
'  know  the  Jmericans  widi  forthe  fmalleft  thread  to 

*  hang  parliamentary  confidence  on;    let  them,  at 

*  leafl,  have  this  flendcr  hope,  that  if  itfhall  here- 
'  after  appear  that  this  is  a  power  either  illegally  af- 
^  fumed,  or  wantonly  exerted  -,  Parliament  has  not 

*  by  this  hafty  ftep  precluded  itfelf  from  puni (King 

*  the  authors  of  it.  Where  is  the  idea  of  minifterial 
^  refponfibility,  unlefs  it  be  that  they  are  to  take 

*  extraordinary  ileps  on  critical  occafions,    liable 

*  however  to  the  fevered  cenfuresif  they  do  not  af- 
'  terwards  prove,  that  the  boldnefs  of  the  meafure- 

*  was  equalled  by  the  urgency  of  theoccafion?  Let 

*  me  for  a  moment  addreismyfelf  to  theadminiftra- 

*  tion  :  it  dees  not  need  their  great  penetration  to 
'  fee,  for  even  I  can  fee,  the  many  inconveniences 

*  that  mufl:  attend  this  meafure,  and  if  they  feel  as  I 
«  do,  and  God  forbid  theyfnould  not,  for  the  liber- 
'  ties  of  their  fellov/-fubje6ts,  they  will  not  perfift  in 

*  fo  ill  advifed  a  meafure;  but fhould  they  remain 
^  deaf  to  the  cries  of  the  people,  callous  to  the  fenfa- 
«  tions  of  free  men;  it  is  our  duty  to  Hand  between 
« thevidimand  the  altar,  and  to  prevent  the  facrifice 

*  of  helplefsfreedomat  the  fhrine  of  wanton  minifte- 

*  rial  tyranny.  A  trial  by  jury  in  its  utmoft  extent  is 

*  too  inherentaright,  too  facred  a  privilege  to  be  tri- 
'  fled  with,  and  explained  away  by  any  forced  con- 
'  flrudlions  upon  an  obfoleteftatute.  Our  anceftors 

*  thought  it  fo  indifpenfible,  that  they  granted  the 

*  Medietas  Lingua  to  merchant  ftrangers,  and 
'  Welch  borderers.  I  hope,  Sir,,  we  fliall  not  plead 

*  in  vain,  in  this  enlightened  age,  in  this  free  parlia- 

*  ment,    for  that  right  for  our  /;?;;m<:^;/ fellow-fub- 

*  je(5ts,  which  the  wifdom  and  generofity  of  our  an- 
'  ceftors  granted  to  tranfuory  aliens,  and  new  con- 

*  quered  borderers.     It  is,  Sir,  by  the  whole  tenor 
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'of  our  laws,  their  inheritance  asEnglifhmen — it 
'  is,  I  thank  God,  by  the  fpirit  of  our  con^itution 
'  their  birth-right  as  men.' 

The  Houfe  divided  upon  the  addrefs,   161  for 
it,  and  65  againfl  it. 

Feb,  9.    Evidences  heard  on  the  Northampton 
.ekdlion,  to  prove  partiality  in  the  returning  of- 
ficer. 

Feb.  10.    A  motion  made  by  Mr.  Seymour^  that 
accumulated   charges  of  libels  as  in    the  cafe  of 
Mr.  IVilkes^  ibould  not  be  drawn  into  precedent  j 
no  new  arguments,  but  what  were  ufed  before  in 
the  cafe  of  Mr.  Wilkes  —  but  ao;ain{l  the  motion 
it  was  faid,  that  it  would  be  confefiing  the  houfe 
to  have  done  a  very  wrong  thing  a  day  or  two 
before,    that  when  a  majority  of  the  houfe  had 
agreed  to  a  meafure,  it  became  the  meafure  of  the 
houfe,  fo  ought  not  to  be  altered  that  feffion— — 
It  pafTed  in  the  negative- 
Then  came  on  the  report  from  the  committee 
of  the  Pool  eled:ion  — the  evidence  proved  Mr. 
Manger  to  have  offered   1000/.   to  the  town  of 
Fool^  in  cafe  he  was  returned  member  —  this  was 
bribery,  fo  it  was  declared  a  void  eledion  as  to 
him. 

Feb.  13.  In  the  evening  the  Colchsfier  petition 
came  •on— -the  petitioner  attempted  to  prove  that 
the  fitting  members  had  entered  into  an  agree- 
ment, and  had  given  1000/.  to  the  corporation  to 
be  returned:  he  failed  in  his  proof,  and  therefore 
withdrew  his  petition. 

Feb.  14.  The  Northampton  petition  fettled.  Mr. 
Howe  and  Sir  George  P^odney  to  be  fitting  members, 
and  Sir  George  Ofiorne  to  go  out,--- Then  the  re- 
port from  the  Bramber  com.mittee,  which  was  a- 
greed  to  in  favour  of  Mefifrs.  Thoroton  and  A^dbkr^ 
?32  to  53. 

Feb,  15.    A  motion  by  Lord  John  CavendijIoy"^c^rd.J.Ca'. 
*  that  the  high  Iheriff  of  Cimberland  do   attend ''■""'"'^''' 
I  3  I  this 
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*  this  houfe  on  the  day  when  Mr.  Senhoufe's,  petition 

*  is  to  be  confidereci/  The  miniftry  oppofed  this 
violently,  that  it  was  unjult  to  try  him  on  an  ac- 
cufaiion  not  formed;  that  the  petition  againft  Sir 
James  Lowther  hiv'mg  been  determined,  the  houfe 
ought  not  to  enter  into  thofe  points  again. 

Sir  F.  Nvr.     ^ir  F,  Nortou  added, — How  mud  he  come?  as  a 
ton.  witnefs»  or  as  an  accufed  perfon  ? — if  as  an  accufed, 

what  is  his  acccufation? — that  to  fix  the  poinc 
more  dearly,  the  noble  Lord  fhould  amend  his 
own  motion  by  adding  to  it  "  then  to  anfwer  fiich 
accufations  as  (liould  bs  laid  to  his  charge."— The 
oppofition  immediately  accepted  the  amendment, 
tho*  the  miniilry  faw  the  blunder  Sir  Fletcher  Nor- 
ton had  made,  and  would  have  dropt  the  amend- 
ment, but  the  oppofition  would  not  let  them, 
and    the  motion   fo  amended    was   carried    106 

If  the  motion  had  flood  as  firil  propofed,  it 
might  have  had  no  efted:,  as  Mr,  Senhoufe's  peti- 
tion might  be  withdrawn,  and  then  the  order  for 
the  high  flieriff  to  attend  that  day  had  dropt  in 
courfe,  but  by  this  amendment  he  was  obliged  to 
attend,  and  as  a  criminal.  This  blunder  occafioned 
much  laughter. 

Feb,  16.  ¥/itnefres  examined  on  the  petition 
for  new  Radnor. 

^A.Stranrre.  Feb.  ij .  A  motion  by  Lord  Strange,,  '  that 
'  "Nlv.  Wilkes  having  been  expeli'd,  was  incapable 
^  of  being  re-eleded  this  Parliament.'— A  violent 

Alderman  dcbatc  arofc  on  it — Mr.  James  Townfend  gave  the 
G-wnjen  .  |_jq^j^^  ^^  account  of  the  eledion — he  obferved 
there  were  above  2000  freeholders  of  Middlefex 
prefenr,  that  they  proceeded  in  a  calm  determi- 
nate manner,  had  unanimouHy  chofen  Mr.  JVilkes\ 
and  fhould  the  Houfe  expell  him  again,  he  believ- 
ed their  full  determination  was  to  petition  the  King 
to  diffolve  this  Parlianrient  and  call  another. 

Lord 
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Ljord  Norib  called  him  to  order  for  this,  ob- ^^' '^'*'^'^« 
ferving  he  had  never  heard  fuch  unparliamentary 
language  in  that  Houfe — he  exclaimed  "  would  the 
people  petition  to  difTolve  this  parliament?  if  they 
did,  he  hoped  no  perfon  would  be  found  hardy 
enough  to  fet  his  name  to  fuch  a  petition,  a  pro- 
ceeding which  would  bring  any  mmifter's  head  to 
the  block,  would  call  for  all  the  weight  of  aveng- 
ing power." 

He  was  called  to  order  by  captain  Phipps,  who  ^^p'-'^'^^ 
declared  he  never  could  have  imagined  any  minifter 
fo  ignorant  of  the  laws,  as  not  to  have  read  the 
bill  of  rights,  in  which  it  is  expreffed,  that  the 
fubjed:  has  an  undoubted  right  to  petition  the 
throne.— Mr.  Towufind  then  continued  ;  "  he  was,^/^"^^^ 
furprized  to  hear  fuch  threats  thrown  out  of  that 
houfe,  when  liberty  of  fpeech  was  its  greateft  pri- 
vilege—-that  however  threats  of  that  nature  had 
no  ettcft  on  him— that  he  would  tell  that  minifter 
who  ufed  them,  that  he  believed  there  w^ere  thou- 
fands  ready  to  fet  their  hands  to  fuch  a  petition, 
but  if  no  other  could  be  found,  he  himfclf  fhould 
never  refufe  to  appear  in  name  or  perfon  in  fup- 
port  of  fo  conftitutional  a  meafure." 

Sir  G.  Savile  faid,  that  as  a  reprefentative  of  a  sir  g.  Se^ 
large  county,  it  was  his  duty  to  affert  the  rights '''"'^" 
of  his^conftituents,  he  apprehended,  but  defired 
to  be  inftruded  by  the  houfe,  if  it  was  not  legal 
for  the  people  to  petition  the  throne,  and  if  it  was 
l^-gal,  whether  that  right  of  petitioning  did  not 
extend  to  ailc  any  thing  in  the  power  of  the  King 
to  grant ;  this  he  looked  on  as  the  people's  right, 
and  that  no  threats  thrown  out  in  that  houfe  could 
or  ought  to  alter  the  law. 

Lord  North  then  explained  away  all  or  mod  o^hi,  North, 
his  meaning,  faying,  all  he  meant  was,  mod  pro- 
bably  parliament  would  refent  fuch  an  affront  on 
jhofc  who  Ihould  fign  fuch  a  petition. 

I  4  In 
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In  favour  of  the  motion  it  was  obferved,  that 
when  a  member  is  once  expell'd,  it  is  the  undoubt- 
ed law  of  Parliament  not  to  admit  that  perfon  to  fit 
ao;ain  in  the  iame  parliament,  and  the  cafe  was  cited 
of  Robert  Wd-^ok^  who  being  re-elected  for  Lynn^ 
the  houle  of  commons  determined  that  he  couM 
not  be  returned  again  that  parliament — the  jour- 
nals of  the  houfe   being  applied  to,  it  appeared 

*  that  Sir  R.  Walpcle  being  expelled  for  bribery  and 

*  corruption  is  not  capable  of  fitting  in  this  par- 

*  liament.' 

Mr.Dowdej^  Mr.  Dowdefwell  then  propofed  an  amendment 
'«'"'^-  to  the  motion,  obferving,  that  as  the  cafe  of  Sir 
Robert  was  the  only  one  that  had  ever  happened,  and 
much  ftrefs  was  laid  on  that  precedent,  we  ought 
flridtly  to  conform  ourfelves  to  it,  and  therefore 
propofed  that  the  words  of  the  vote  by  which  Mr. 
Wilkes  was  expelled  fhould  be  added  to  the  moti- 
on—this would  have  entirely  altered  the  cafe,  as 
it  would  then  have  appeared  ;  that  expuifion  does 
not  alv/ays  infer  rendering  a  perfon  incapable  of 
being  re-ele6Ved — but  if  it  pafTed  without  amend- 
ment, it  would  open  fuch  a  door  for  expulfions 
that  no  man's  feat  was  fecure— there  is  one  worfi 
man  in  the  houfe— turn  him  out. --Is  there  not 
nov/  a  worft  man  left — turn  him  out  too.  In  fhort, 
v/hen  will  you  flop?---you  have  turned  one  out  for 
impiety  and  obfcenity.— Do  half  a  dozen  mem.bers 
of  this  houfe  ever  meet  over  a  convivial  bottle 
that  their  difcourfe  is  intirely  free  from  obfcenity — 
from  impiety— or  abufing  government—  even  in 
the  cabinet,  that  pious,  reforming  fcciety;  was 
Mr.  Wilkes  there  to  be  adjudged,  and  were  the  in.- 
nocent  man  to  throw  the  firfl  fione,  they  would 
{link  out  one  by  one,  and  leave  the  culprit  un- 
<:ondemned. 

The  miniftry  us'd  very  few  arguments,  relying 
jatirely  on   the  ultimate  ratio, — And  an  the  quef- 

;ioa 
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tion  being  put  for  the  amendment,  carried  itagainft: 
the  amendment  228,  to  102. 

The  mean  Queftion  of  incapacity  then  was  again 
difcufTed — therefufal  of  the  amendment  made  many 
of  thofe  who  would  have  voted  for  Mr.  E^ilkes's 
incapacity,  now  the  queftion  became  general,  vote 
againft  it— a  member  may  be  accused  of  writing 
a  libel — the  houfe  expeils  him— but  for  being  tried 
for  that  libel  in  the  court  of  law  he  is  found  inno- 
cent—is that  perfon  never  to  be  reinftated?— hov/ 
can  you  make  that  perfon  amends  for  fuch  expul- 
fion  ? — but  fay  the  miniftry,  parliament  will  never 
expel  a  member  but  for  juft  caufe— when  a  mi- 
niftry are  to  be  judges,  woe  to  their  oppofers. 

On  putting  the  queftion  for  Mr.  PFilkes^s 
incapacity,  the  miniftry  carried  it  225,  to  Sg. 

During  the  debate  lord  Strange  faid,  if  Mr.  u,  Suar^ei 
Wilkes  put  up  again,  and  again,  if  any  perfon  op- 
pofed  him  and  had  but  20  votes,  he  ftiould  be  of 
opinion  that  perfon  had  carried  his  election — he 
was  anfwered^  that  now  Mr.  JVilkesh  prophecy 
was  near  being  accomplifhed — when  the  houfe  had 
begun,  by  voting  who  fliould  not  be  members, 
the  next  ftep  would  be  voting  who  ftiould;  and  the 
right  of  the  electors  be  entirely  deftroyed. 

The  houfe  refolved  itfelf  into  a  committee,  on  Sir 
G.  Sawle's  nullum  tempus  bill;  but  before  it  went 
into  the  committee,  governor  Pownall moved^  that 
the  committee  might  be  empowered  to  accept  a 
claufe  for  extending  the  provifions  and  benefits  of 
this  bill  to  America — but  as  the  friends  of  the  bill 
were  apprehenfive  that  this  as  foreign  matter  might 
endanger  the  bill  itfelf,  he  was  defired  to  withdraw 
his  motion— he  was  a  friend  to  the  bill  and  with- 
drew his  motion  ;  the  houfe  then  went  into  the 
committee.  The  principles  of  this  bill,  were  to 
fix  the  term  of  fixty  years,  beyond  which  time  the 
crcwn  ftiould  not  have  it  in  its  power  to  make  any 
5  claim 
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claim  for  concealment.— A  fimilar  a<5l  to  this  was 
•pafTed  m  James  the  id's  time,  but  the  principles  of 
thole  times  being  of  a  more  arbitrary  call  than 
the  prefent,  the  King  told  the  parliament,  that 
beggars  mutl  not  be  choofers,  he  therefore  would 
only  pafs  the  bill  to  hd^y^divetrofpeB  for  60  years 
back — but  no  frofpetl  to  future  times— -this  the 
parliament  were  forced  to  confent  to — but  the 
temper  of  the  prefent  times  more  favourable  to  li- 
berty, authorifed  the  propofers  of  the  prefent  bill 
tQ  extend  it  to  future  times,  enacting  that  the  ti- 
tles of  the  crown  Ihould  be  limited  to  a  claim  of 
60  years  to  continue  for  ever — the  principles  of 
the  bill  (viz.  that  the  crown  fhould  be  in  fome  re- 
fped  limited)  was  agreed  to  on  all  hands — but  the 
court  oppofed  the  extenfion  of  it  to  future  times 
—they  chiefly  agreed  that  this  being  on  the  model 
of  that  of  Kmg  James,  fhould  go  no  further  than 
that  did— -that  in  future  times,  when  the  evil  had 
got  to  any  height  again,  there  was  no  fear  parlia- 
ment would  again  take  it  up  and  make  a  future 
remedy— that  by  remedying  an  evil  already  known, 
the  effeds  of  the  a£t  would  be  certain,  but  to  ex- 
tend it  to  futurity— -who  could  fay  what  would  or 
would  not  be  the  confequences— 'twas  feared  this 
would  open  a  door  to  more  thefts  from  the  crown, 
as  when  people  know  where  the  line  is  to  be  drawn, 
they  would  always  be  endeavouring  to  take  in 
fome  further  eftares,  and  if  they  were  fo  lucky 
as  to  get  over  60  years,  their  title  was  eftabl'.fhed, 
-which  might  make  frauds  from  the  crown  more 
frequent  than  ever— -that  the  revenues  arinng  from 
the  crown  lands  being  now  a  part  of  the  national- 
eftate,  were  properly  the  objedls  of  the  care  of 
parliament  to  prevent  embezlement. 
Ur.h'yjer-  It  wols  anfwcrcd  (particularly  by  Mr.  JVedderhurny 
^'"''"'  who  fpoke  very  well)  that  one  would  imagine  the 
miniilry  had  changed  fides  vvith  the  oppCiition,  as 
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the  firll  arguments  they  ufed  would  much  more 
properly  come  from  the  other  fide  of  the  houfe  — 
that  to  parallel  this  a6t  with  that  of  James  I.  they 
mult  alio  oppofe  the  times  parallel,  which  would 
be  a  fatyr  on  government— that  to  fl^in  the  fore 
and  not  to  eradicate  the  caufe  of  it,  would  be  a61:- 
ing  like  an  unflcillful  quack — if  a  remedy  for  the 
evil  part,  v/as  a  good  meafure,  it  muft  be  a  better 
meafure  to  prevent  fuch  an  evil  for  the  future— 
that  the  dangers  held  out,  in  all  probability  were 
merely  chimerical,  as  no  fuch  confequences  had 
happened  from  the  ad:  of  King  James-'^.no  addi- 
tional quantity  of  law  fuits  had  followed  the  a<5b 
of  limitation  in  private  eftates — n^xt  as  to  the  pub- 
lick  revenues,  the  nett  fums  arifing  from  crowa 
lands,  were  very  inligniBcant,  and  thofe  merely 
from  crown  leafeSy  which  would  not  be  in  any  wife 
affede^  by  this  bill,  as  it  only  related  to  the  crowa 
claims,  which  did  not  appear  by  furveys  as  the 
lands  leafed  by  the  crown  did— that  the  temper  of 
the  times  required  fome  relaxation  of  thofe  dor- 
mant claims  from  the  crown— as  indeed  what  better 
title  could  people  have  to  lands  than  long  poiTeirion— 
improvements — buildings — purchafes  from  one  to 
another,  or  defcents  from  father  to  fon-'-that  the^ 
crovyn  revenues  would  more  likely  be  advanced  by 
the  cultivation  of  thofe  lands,  than  from  their  re- 
maining in  theftate  the  crown  held  them— perhaps 
the  bell  title  the  North  Americans  had  to  their 
lands,  was  cultivation  and  poflefTion,  and  that  the 
privy  council  in  all  difputes  from  that  country  had 
always  determined  that  as  their  befl"  claim — it  were 
to  be  wifned  that  all  the  crown  lands  were  fold, 
but  that  even  in  that  cafe,  the  prefent  polTelTors 
would  have  the  refufals,  and  not  at  too  extrava- 
gant a  price— a  large  fum,  much  larger  than  mofl: 
people  thought,  might  be  raifed  from  fuch  fales — 
that  on  the  whole  a  malignant  fpirit  had  now  gone 
forth  to  the  people  againft  the  parliament  5  that  if 

the 
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the  people  found  no  remedy  againft  the  hand  of 
power  from  parliament,  it  was  much  to  be  feared 
they  might  refign  into  the  hands  of  the  crown — 
the  privilege  of  cleding  their  members  as  an  ufe- 
lefs  load  on  them,  calculated  rather  to  rivet  their 
chains  than  prevent  the  additional  load  of  them. 

The  cxtenfion  of  the  adl  was  carried  by  205, 
oppofition,  againft  the  court  124. 

Feb.  27.  The  houfe  refolved  itfelf  into  a  com- 
mittee, to  confider  of  the  terms  of  agreement  with 
the  Eaft  India  Company.  The  terms  400,000]. 
a  year,  for  five  years. 

To  export  annually  a  certain  value  of  Englifli 
goods  to  India. 

To  pay  i2f  per  cent  in  21  years,  to  the  propri- 
etors of  India  ftock. 

And  to  lend  the  overplus  of  their  revenues  at 
2  per  cent. 
hd.  North,  Lord  Ncrth  opee'd  it  with  defcribing  the  ftate 
of  the  company,  and  obferving  that  tho'  they  had 
made  great  favings  in  thefe  two  laft  years,  yet 
their  revenues  were  not  fo  far  increafed  as  to  offer 
any  larger  fums  to  government,  that  their  encreafe 
of  their  dividends  was  fair  and  equitable,  to  the 
propofed  i2f,  and  that  if  their  afrairs  fhould  take 
another  better  footing",  the  overplus  being  lent  to 
the  government  at  2  per  cent,  would  be  an  addi- 
tion to  the  baroain. 

The  oppofition  proceeded  on  very  different  prin- 
ciples, fome  difliking  as  giving  more  to  govern- 
ment than  the  company  could  afford,  whilft  others 
thought  government  ought  to  have  a  great  deal 
more— the  moft  rational  part  of  the  oppofition, 
was  to  the  term  of  years  (viz.  5  years)  for  which 
the  .bargain  was  made,  as  great  charges  might  hap- 
pen to  the  company  in  that  time,  either  by  wars, 
lofs  of  dominions,  lofs  of  trade,  or  a  gain  of  do- 
minions, trade,  &c.-— however  there  was  no  divi- 
fion  on  it,  and  the  bargain  was  confirmed. 

Tq 
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To  give  a  little  idea  of  the  Eaft  India  Company 
fubfifting,  at  this  time,  in  power,  trade,  &c.  as 
appeared  on  the  debate,  it  will  be  proper  to  fee 
down  the  moft  material  circumftances. 

The  number  of  European  forces        -         1 1,00© ' 

Of  fea  poys  — -  40,000 

The  produce  of  their  territorial  domi-  ^  , 

•          u     -  /.  4>ooo,ooo 

nions  about ;^  -r>       j 

Profits  of  their  trade  — •  500,000 

4,500,000 
The  expence  of  their  India  eflablifh- 

^  r  Q  q,  000,000 

ment,  army,  krvants,  &c.  ^^       ' 

Payment  to  government  in  England  400,000 

Ditto  of  intereft  on  their  flock  400,000 

Indemnification  on  duty  on  tea  200,000 

Increafe  of  capital              -• — ^  500,000 

4,500,000 


If  it  is  afked  why  do  not  the  company  fend  all 
their  overplus  revenues  to  England  ?  the  aniwer  is, 
India  may  be  compared  to  a  hen  which  lays  a 
golden  egg  a  day  :  If  you  draw  off  in  bullion  the 
revenues  of  that  country,  you  kill  the  hen  to  get 
all  her  eggs  at  once. 

Indiaf  has  no  mines  to  furnifh  her  with  builion 
from  the  bowels  of  the  earth— they  have  no  fub- 
ftitute  of  paper  for  thofe  mines  (as  England  hasj: 
if  you  therefore  Hop  the  influx  of  thofe  rivers  of 
wealth,  which  ufed  to  fill  that  country  with  bul- 
lion, you  fix  the  whole  riches  of  the  nation  to  a, 
certain  fum— but  if  you  alfo  draw  off  annually  a 
part  of  that  certain  fum,  and  leave  no  trade  to  fup- 
ply  that  deficiency,  a  very  few  years  muil  c}rain  it 
---the  confequences  are  obvious. 

To  draw  off  therefore  the  wealth  of  that  country, 
v/ithout  ruining  it,  mnft  be  by  inveflments  in  In- 
dia, 
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dia,  in  the  growth  and  manufadlures  of  thofe  coun- 
tries, which  inveflments  mud  be  fold  in  Europe — 
now  thofc  inveftments  mufl:  be  in  the  immediate 
growth,  as  teas,  &c.  or  manufadiories,  as  chlntzs, 
calico's,  &c.— The  firft  does  not  in  any  fhape  inter- 
fere with  the  produce  of  our  own  country,  but  the 
confumption  of  the  latter,  mull  have  a  very  bad 
effed:  on  our  own  manufaftories— revenues  in  India 
beyond  the  confumption  there,  cannot  be  returned 
in  bullion  to  England ;  the  company  therefore  invefts 
them  in  calicos,  if  they  fell  them  at  20  per  cent,  is  un- 
der prime  coil,  ilili  what  they  fell  them  for  is  clear 
gain-"they  therefore  can  afford  to  underfeil  all 
our  own  manufadories. 

Feb.   28.    A   melTage   from  the  King,    afldng 
500,0001.  from  the  commons  for  the  civil  lift. 

tdr.Dctvdef'     Mr.  Bowdefwell  moved  for  papers  to  be  laid  be- 

'^'^^'  fore  the  houfe,  of  the  particulars  for  which  thefe  fums 
were  rifen  to  fo  high  an  amount — the  court  agreed 
to  their  being  laid  before  parliament,  but  at  the 
fame  time  declared  that  on  the  morrow,  the  houfe 
fhould  go  into  the  matter  of  tht  meffage,  &c.  tho' 
the  papers  could  not  come  before  the  houfe  for 
fome  time— the  oppofition  thought  it  very  ftrangc 
to  afkfor  money— to  have  that  money  given  firft — 
and  then  to  enquire  how  it  became  necelTary  to 
give  fo  much. 

Cai.  Bane.  Col.  Barre  obferved  that  he  knew  no  where  they 
did  fo  but  in  Ireland,  where  when  he  was  vice- 
treafurer  with  lord  Clare^  ^  We  always  (fays  he) 
'  paid  the  money  firft,  and  then  examin'd  if  we 
'  owed  it'— In  172 1  a  like  meffage  came  from  the 
King,  with  this  difference  that  the  King  promifed 
in  it,  to  make  inquiry  how  the  exceedings  came, 
and  to  remedy  them  for  the  future. 

Lord  North,  X^ofd  North  faid  he  fhould  make  no  fuch  pro- 
mife,  as  not  fure  that  he  could  keep  it. 

The  oppofuion  faid  this  was  fair  in  the  noble 

lord 
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lord  to  give  us  that  profpedt,  as  now  we  might  be 
fure  to  have  this  demand  again  in  a  year  or  two. 

Mr.  Dowdefwell  aifo  moved  for  papers,  ded  11  cingMr.DcTt^/- 
thefe  debts  with  the  precife  time  they  were  increat-''^'^' 
ed,  that  as  we  had  had  no  lefs  than  five  admini- 
ftrations   fince    the    king's  acceffion,    the   nation 
might  know  to  which  of  them  they  were  indebted 
for  fuch  an  increafe  of  demands  from  the  crown 

-^ -Mr.   Grenville   and   "^Ar.  Do'wdefiveU  both 

concurred  in  defiring  thofe  accounts,  as  willing  to 
exonerate  themfelves  from  this  part  of  the  odium 
— but  the  miniftry  oppofed  it,  perhaps  not  willing 
to  have  it  known  what  an  increafe  had  happened 
in  their  days,  but  gave  as  a  reafon,  that  no  accu- 
fation  being  formed  againft  any  pcrlbn,  there  was 
no  fort  of  occalion  to  produce  papers  of  this  kind 
— that  if  on  the  general  papers  there  were  any 
fuch  prefjmptions-— thofe  papers  would  then  be 
very  proper  to  be  produced— the  divifion  was  for 
the  miniftry  164,  againit  '^<^, 

March  i.  Before  the  houfe  refolved  Irfelf  into 
a  committee,  Mr.  Dowdfwell  moved  it  might  be 
an  inftrudion  to  that  committee,  that  before  they 
granted  money  to  the  civil  lift,  they  might  make 
enquiry  how  it  became  due. 

The  miniftry  oppofed  this  motion,  obferving 
that  decency  to  the  king  required  an  immediate 
relief  of  his  wants ;  that  the  people  to  whom  the 
money  was  owing,  were  in  diftrefs  for  their  money; 
and  that  on  form.er  occalions  of  the  fame  kind,  it 
had  uniformly  been  the  cuftom  of  the  houfe  to 
grant  it  directly ——That  the  necelTity  of  the  crown, 
and  the  deplorable  ftate  of  thofe  to  whom  the 
money  was  ovv'ing,  would  not  admit  of  any  delays. 

The  arguments  of  the  oppofition  were  the  fame 
as  the  night  before  :  however  on  a  diviGon  the 
numbers  were  for  miniftry  248.  and  135  againft 
them, 

March 
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March  2.     On   the  report  of  the  committee, 
Mr.  Dowdefwell  moved   to  have  it  recommitted. 
The  arguments  ufed  on  both  fides,  the  fame  as 
before. 
Sir  G,  Sa-     Sir.  G.  Savile  obferved,    there  were  three  ways 
vi/f,         Qf  doing  this   biifmefs.     The  firft  by  taking  the 
words  of    the   miniftry,    and  voting   the  money 
without  any  inquiry-— the  fecond  by  calhng  for 
the  papers,  but  voting  the  money  firft,  and  exa- 
mining the  accounts  after v/ards  —the  third  by  ex- 
amining the  papers,  and  finding  the  accounts  juft, 
and  the  demands  well  grounded,  to  then  proceed 
to  vote  the  money— that  he  affured  the  houfe  he 
was  fent  there  as  the  fteward  and  trufbee  of  a  very- 
large  and  populous  county,  and  that  on  his  return 
there,  they  probably  might  aik  him  what  he  had 
done  with   their  money— he  would  tell  them  he 
had  joined  in  giving  a  large  part  of  it  to  the  king 
— why  fay  they,  what  did  he  want  it  for?  did  you 
fee  and  examine  his  accounts  ?  — O  yes  (fays  he)  to 
befure,    here  are   all  the  papers,    and  he  really 
wanted  it— very  well  (fay  they)  we  would  have  you 
to  fupport   the  luftre  of  '  the  crown,    when   the 
crown  is  not  too  extravagant — but  fuppofe  (fays 
he)  we  had  taken  the  firil  courfe,  and  I  replied  to 
them,  I  faw  no  accounts,  but  we  had  the  words  of 
the  miniitry,  a  very  juft,  honed,  ceconomical  fet 
of  people,  that  the  king  really  wanted  it,  and  that 
he  had  not  foolifhly  diffipated  his  treafures — even 
in   this  cafe  they  would   not  have  blamed  me— 
but  (fays  he)   had  they  afked,  whether  I  had  de- 
manded the  accounts  and  had  examined  them,  and 
I   fhould  anfwer,  that  I  had  indeed  called  for  the 
accounts,  but  had  voted  the  money  fird,  and  exa- 
mined them  afterwards,— what  would   they  have 
then  fiid?  why  you  great  blockhead,  was   ever 
man  fo  foolilh  ?  what  pay  the  debts  firil,  and  fee 
the  bills  afterwards  -,  did  ever  man  in  his  fenfes  do 
fo  before?— why  you  are  not  fit  to  be  fent  to  Lon- 
don 
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don  at  all  \  we  muft  recommend  you  to  the  care  of       ^ 
your  fellow  reprefentative,    to  keep  you  out  of 
danger  of  being  picked  up  by  money  droppers, 
or  prickers  at  the  Belt.     However, — no  divifion. 

March  8.  Mr.  Burke  made  a  motion  (which  he  Mr.  Bu,h, 
had  fometime  promifed)  for  an  enquiry  into  the 
affair  of  St.  George's  Fields-  -He  obferved  at  the 
clofe  of  his  fpeech,  that  an  inquiry  would  proba- 
bly either  be  attended  with  an  impeachment  of  the 
fecretary  of  ftate  who  wrote  the  letter,  or  at  leaft 
with  a  defire  of  the  houfe  to  the  king  to  remove 
him  from  his  place--or  elfe  it  would  be  attended 
with  an  exan:iination  how  far  the  military  Ihould 
attend  on  the  civil  magiftrate,  and  probably  bring 
on  an  ad  to  regulate  that  matter. 

Mr.  Grenville  faid,  that  as  to  the  relation  betVv^ixtMr.  Gnn* 
the  civil  and  military,  it  flood  on  as  good  ground  "^^^^'^ 
now  as  it  well  could,  the  civil  magiftrate  could 
call  out  the  military  to  his  affiftance  when  he 
wanted  it,  but  that  if  he  ufed  them  improperly, 
it  was  at  his  own  peril.  It  pafTed  in  the  negative, 
by  245,  againft  39-    .  . 

March  14.  A  petition  from  the  late  Sheriff  of 
Cumberland^  to  defire  time  to  get  witneffes— it  was 
agreed  to,  and  he  was  ordered  to  appear  on  the 
6th  of  April, 

Mr.  'Trecothick  produced  a  Reprefcntation  from  Mr.  rmc* 
New  To%k^  which  he  moved  might  be  brought  up^^''"'^* 
— The  Reprefentation  was  couched  in  terms  modeft 
enough,  but  rather  denying  the  right  of  the  Par- 
liament to  tax  them. 

Lord  North  oppofed  it,  being  brought  up  for  Ld.AVri^. 
that  reafon,  obferving  that  if  they  petitioned  to 
remove  any  grievance,  it  was  another  thing,  but 
that  parliament  having  pafled  a  law  declaratory  of 
its  right  to  tax  America^  nothing  {liould  be  received 
arraigning  that  right. 

Col.  Barre  drew  a  pidure  of  the  prefent  ftate  of  coi.  Ba/n, 
America^  not  very  comforting  to  an  Englijhman—' 

Vol.  VIIL  K  their 
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their  laws  diflblved,  the  military  in   poflefTion  of 
their  capital,   not  put  under  the  civil  magiftrate, 
but  rulers  of  the  town  themfelves— fome  provinces 
(as  Canada)  governed  by  no  laws  at  all  but  the 
articles  of  war.     He  had  prophefied  on  pafTing  the 
llamp  acl,  what  would  happen  thereon,  and  feared 
he  could  now  prophefy  further  troubles—  that  if 
the  people  were  made  defperate,  finding  no  remedy 
from  parliament,  the  whole  continent  would  be  in 
arms  immediately,    and   perhaps   thofe  provinces 
loft  to  England  for  ever. 
Mr.   Beck-     Mr.  Eeckford  obferved,  that  it  was  a  ftrange 
jord.         piece  of  policy  to  expend   500,000/.  a  year,  to 
affift  the  Cuftom  Houfe  officers  in  colk6ting  295/. 
which  was  the  whole  nett  produce  of  the  taxes 
there— that  the  army  extraordinaries  for  this  year 
had  amounted  to  170,000/. 
Mr.  Gren-     Mr.  GrenvUk  faid,  there  was  no  medium  to  be 
mile.        obferved j  that  we  muft  either  refolve  to  ftridly 
execute  the  revenue  laws  in  America — or  elfe  with 
a  good   grace  give  up  our  right  entirely,  and  re- 
peal the  declaratory  laws  and  revenue  laws  di- 
redlly. 
Mr.  Burke,      Mr.  Burke  obferved  there  might  be,  and  was  a 
proper   medium,  that  we  had  an  undoubted  right 
to  tax  them,  but  that  the  expediency  of  putting 
that  right  in  execution,  fhould  be  very  evident  be- 
fore any  thing  of  that  fort  pafTed — However,  oii 
putting    the    queftion,    it   was   carried    without 
divifion,     that    the   reprefentation  fhould   not   be 
brought  up. 

The  houfe  refolved  itfelf  into  a  committee  on 

the  bill  for  quartering  foldiers  in  ^;;2mr^ Mr. 

Governor  Pownall  who  had  before  in  the  houfe  (when  the 
Ptnvnaii,  fecretary  at  war  had  given  notice  of  his  bringing 
in  a  bill  to  continue  the  American  quartering  adl) 
acquainted  the  houfe,  that  if  the  bill  was  brought 
in  to  continue  the  a6l  in  the  fame  form^  he  fhould 
propofe  fome  claufes  as  amendments  to  it — did 

now 
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now  in  the  committee  propofe  two  claufes,  which 
he  prefaced  by  fhewing  and  explaining  the  diffi- 
culties which  had  obftrudled  the  execution  of  this 
quartering  adl  in  America^  and  rendered  it  imprac- 
ticable— He  faid  the  firil  arofe  from  the  peculiar 
flare  of  the  inhabitants  of  that  country — 2.  next 
from  the  various  and  alfo  peculiar  modes  of  ading- 
under  which  the  execution  of  the  laws,  and  the 
condud  of  their  domeftic  and  foreign  affairs  are 
carried  on--^.  from  the  various  forms  of  their 
government.— He  faid  that  there  were  not  only  . 
all  thefe  perplexities  in  the  nature  of  the  bufinefs 
itfelf— but  this  ftate  of  it  gave  ground  to  thoie 
who,  from  indifpofition  to  the  fervice,  were  in- 
clined to  oppofe  it-  -that  thefe  things  together 
created  dangerous  fnares  for  the  officers— and  that 
from  hence  were  derived  the  various  reafons  v/hy 
the  troops  were  not  quartered  according  to  law. 
That  the  commander  in  chief  in  America  had  given 
fomething  of  this  very  account  to  government — 
that  the  governors  had  told  the  miniftry  that  the 
adl  was  impraflicable,  and  the  people  of  the  colo- 
nies petitioned  againft  it. 

He  faid,  befides  all  this,  there  was  another  rea- 
fon  why  this  law  would  never  be  really  and  effec- 
tually complied  with  as  it  now  flood — For  ordering 
by  adl  of  Parliament  the  colonies  to  provide  cer- 
tain fpecified  articles  for  t-he  quarters  and  barracks, 
was  confidered  as  the  impofing  an  internal  tax^  to 
which  they  never  would  fubmit  willingly— H^ 
therefore  propofed  to  leave  this  matter  to  the  peo- 
ple themfelves,  to  do  it  in  their  own  way,  and  by 
their  own  modes  of  doing  bufinefs,  in  fuch  man- 
ner as  might  befl  accommodate  the  troops,  trufl- 
ing  that  if  it  was  left  to  them  they  would  do  it  by 
an  a£l  of  their  own,  as  they  did  during  the  war, 
in  fuch  way  as  would  be  effedual  to  every  pur- 
pofe  that  the  fervice  could  require,  or  the  govern- 
ment here  could  defire,  and  therefore  propofed  a 
K  2  claufe 
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clanfe  to  this  purport,  that  this  quartering  act 
fhould  not  be  of  force  in  any  province  that  had  by 
an  a6t  (which  received  the  approbation  of  the 
crown)  made  provifion  for  this  purpofe— His  next 
propofal  was  to  empower  the  commanding  officer 
of  any  parties  of  foldiers,  and  the  magistrates  of 
the  provinces,  to  quarter  the  troops  in  fuch  man- 
ner as  they  fhould  by  mutual  agreement  conclude 
upon  in  all  fuch  cafes,  where  the  adl  could  not 
prefcribe  the  particular  manner,  and  where  it  would 
be  befl  done  by  fuch  mutual  agreement — His  firft 
propofal  was  accepted  with  fome  amendments  in 
the  draughting  it,  as  exceptions  were  taken  to 
fome  expreffions,  which  feemed  to  derogate  from 
the  authority  and  competency  of  parliament;  the 
claufe  containing  his  fecond  propofal  was  accepted 
wichout  amendment,  and  the  committee  agreed  to 
report. the  bill   as  amended. 

,   J    -,         The    bufinefs   beino;  fuppofed  to  be  over,  the 

Lord     JBar-  ^         -it'  ,  -    ,      ^         it. 

ri»^ton,  houfe  became  very  thin  •,  upon  which  Lord  Bar- 
rington  got  up  and  faid,  he  had  a  claufe  to  pro- 
pofe,  which  he  was  fure  the  houfe  would  agree 
to— he  loved  to  do  things  effe6lually— he  found  as 
this  law  now  flood,  the  troops  were  only  to  be  firft 
quartered  in  barracks,  then  in  publick  houfes,  and 
laflly  in  empty  buildings,  &c. — he  found  the  ma- 
giftrates  remifs  in  quartering  them,  he  therefore 
(hould  propofe,  that  fhould  they  refufe  or  negledl 
to  do  fo,  the  commanders  fliould  have  orders  to 
quarter  them   in   private  houfes. 

Col.  Bane,  Scvcral  members,  particularly  Col.  Barre,  flart- 
ed  up  to  anfwer  him  in   the  highefl  indignation, 

Ld.  c/are.  but  Lord  Clare  defired  the  committee  w^ould  not 
now  enter  upon  it,  but  leave  it  till  reported  to  the 

Mr.    i?«yj- houfe,  as  it  was  of  much  confequence.— -Mr.  ^5"^:^- 

fsrj,  ford  however  got  up  and  faid,  he  did  not  now  in- 
tend to  enter  into  it,  but  put  in  his  claim  as  not  hav- 
ing confented  to  giving  free  quarters  to  the  troops 
St  Bofton. 

March 
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March  i6.  Council  heard  againft  the  propofed 
Coventry  canal.  The  chief  objedlions  to  the  bill 
were,  that  the  conveyance  of  coals  from  the  Staf- 
fordlhire  pics  to  Oxford,  &c.  would  prejudice  the 
Newcaftle  coal  trade,  and  confequently  diminifh 
the  number  of  feamen,  which  in  time  of  war  are 
fo  confiderable  a  part  of  our  ftrength — this  was 
allowed  on  all  hands,  but  that  this  effedb  would 
attend  the  propofed  ad,  was  deny'd — it  did  appear 
tho*  that  24,000  chaldrons  of  coals  at  leaft,  would 
be  brought  from  StafFordfliire,  confequently  fo  many 
lefs  from  Newcaftle;  but  when  it  is  confidered 
that  the  number  of  families  (as  labourers,  barge- 
men, &c.)  which  would  be  maintained  by  this  act, 
the  advantages  infinitely  overballance  the  defedls  ; 
befides  it  feems  extremely  unreafonable  that  the 
bleffings  of  nature  fhould  be  denyed  to  a  part  of 
the  kingdom,  to  preferve  to  the  reft  a  fecurity 
which  ought  to  be  purchafed  by  the  whole. 

March,   17.  Lord  iV(?r/^  opened    the  fubjed  ofLd.  iv,;-/4, 
Mr.  PFilkes's  re-ele6lion  ;  he  talked  much  of  the  in- 
decency of  the  freeholders  of  Middlefex,  in  pre- 
fuming  to  choofe  a  perfon   whom,  the  Houfe  of 
Commons  had  declared  improper  to  be  eleded. 

Mr.  JVedderhurn  anfwered  him  extremely  v^'tW^^.t.mddtrm 
but  aifo  concluded  that  the  dignity  of  the  houfe*"^°- 
fhould    be   fupported ;    fo    the  eledtion    was   de- 
clared void,  v/ithout  any  divifion. 

At  this  period  it  may  be  faid,  the  Houfe  of 
Commons  arrived  at  the  height  of  defpotifm. 
They  fet  themfelves  in  the  place  of  the  whole 
legiflature,  and  dared  by  a  refolution,  to  deter- 
mine the  right  of  the  fubjedl,  contrary  to  the  known 
laws  of  the  land,  and  the  liberty  and  property  of 
every  fubjevSl  in  it.  It  is  agreed  that  every  fociety 
has  a  right  to  determine  on  its  own  members;  but 
it  muft  be  a  fociety  of  that  nature,  which,  by  mu- 
tual agreements,  conftitutes  itfelf :  but  if  fuch  fo- 
ciety derives  its  right  from  the  deputation  of  others, 

K  3  to 
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to  determine  the  right  of  their  own  members, 
would  be  to  determine  the  right  of  the  conftitu- 
ents,  which  no  body  of  men  can  do  -,  nor  can  a 
fociety  framed  by  the  inherent  right  of  each  indi- 
vidual, be  a  judge  of  its  own  members:  a  bifhop 
for  inftance,  or  a  lord  of  Parliament,  cannot  have 
his  right  of  voting  in  the  houfe  of  lords,  taken  away 
by  a  vote  of  the  houfe  of  lords:  a  judge  by  a  vote 
of  the  other  judges,  or  ajuftice  of  peace  by  a  vote 
of  the  bench  of  juftices  at  a  quarter  feOions.— if 
the  right  of  a  member  of  any  fociety  is  therefore 
inherent^  or  deputed,  the  fociety  of  which  he  is  a 
member,  has  no  right  to  ejedb  him  from  fuch  fo- 
ciety, for  a  longer  time  than  'till  the  opinion  of 
thole  whofe  reprefentative  he  is,  judge  whether  the 
crime  for  which  he  is  eje6led,  is  of  that  nature  to 
difqualify  him  from  fuch  fervice. 

March  20.  The  houfe  refolved  itfelf  into  a  com- 
mittee, on  the  militia  bill:  it  was  propofed  by  Lord 
Strange^  that  it  fhould  be  perpetual,  which  occafi- 
oned  a  fhort  debate.  The  advocates  for  it  faid  that 
by  making  it  perpetual  you  gave  a  lafting  fecurity 
to  the  nation,  and  in  all  probabiliiy,  a  great  ftreng- 
thening  to  the  militia  itfelf  as  many  perfons  would 
enter  into  it  feeing  it  likely  to  lall,  who  would  not 
concern  themfelves  with  a  temporary  bill,  in  dan- 
ger of  expiring  every  feven  years — that  the  defedls 
of  it  might  be  remedied  from  time  to  time,  as  was 
thought  neceflary,  as  well  as  made  perpetual,  as 
if  renewable  at  ftated  times— that  if  the  meafure 
was  at  any  time  found  improper,  it  might  be  fuf- 
fered  to  expire  by  not  paffing  the  annual  pay  bill, 
or  repealed  at  once  by  any  fubfequent  law. 

Thofe  who  oppofed  this  motion,  obferved,  that 
when  thelawBrft  pafTed,  it  was  looked  on  as  an  expe- 
riment of  which  the  nation  did  not  know  the  ef- 
fed,  that  the  law  was  not  yet  eftabliihed  on  as 
good  a  foundation  as  to  make  it  evident,  that  the 
great  advantages  propofed  from  a  militia  overbal- 

lanced 
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lanced  the  defedts— that  by  making  it  from  feven 
to  feven  years,  parliament  would  be  often  under 
an  abfolute  neceffity  of  revifing  their  adb,  and  be 
a  more  certain  caule  of  improving  it,  than  when 
left  to  the  caprice  or  prejudice  of  private  mem- 
bers of  parliament  to  redify,  who  might  often 
have  to  combat  the  intrigues  of  minifters,  or  in- 
adivity  of  oppofition. 

March  21.  A  committee  on  the  Duke  of  Graf- 
ton's divorce.  The  evidence  of  this  bill  did  not 
amount  to  any  proof  of  adultery — but  (Irong  pre- 
fumptions  of  cohabitation,  and  having  a  daughter 
by  Lord  Ojjory,  Some  members  thought  this  way 
of  reafoning  a  novelty,  introduced  into  parliamen- 
tary law,  of  a  dangerous  tendency,  as  before  this 
it  was  neceflary  to  have  diredl  proofs  of  adultery, 
and  that  by  the  prefent  mode  it  would  be  very  ealy 
for  two  perfons  tired  of  each  other,  to  get  a  di- 
vorce without  abfolute  adultery— However  the  bill 
pafTed. 

March  22.  The  Houfe  on  a  claufe  in  the  Co- 
ventry navigation  bill,  to  indemnify  Baron  Perroty 
for  a  fuppoled  lofs  he  would  fuftain  in  the  naviga- 
tion of  the  river  Avon, — it  appeared  to  the  Houfe 
that  the  river  Avon  did  not  now  come  nearer  to 
the  new  propofed  canal,  than  twenty-five  to  thirty 
miles;  that  it  was  not  in  the  fame  direction,  and 
that  twq  perfons  had  offered  to  have  the  river  of 
Baron  Perrot  at  the  fame  rent  he  had  received  on 
a  medium  of  five  years. — The  houfe  therefore  was 
clearly  of  opinion  to  rejedt  the  claufe,  by  a  majo- 
rity 43  to  27. 

March  23.  Nothing  material:  the  houfe  adjourn- 
ed to  Jpril  4. 

April  4.  The  houfe  met,  private  bufinefs  only. 

April  5.  The  Weflminfler  paving  bill.  It  plainly 
appeared  that  the  bill  was  badly  drawn,  on  oppref- 
five  and  expenfive  principles;  but  one  of  the  ma- 

K'4  nagers 
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nagers  nnfortunately  told  the  houfe,  that  the  com- 
mittee for  putting  it  in  execution  muft  have  large 
laiaries.— this  intirely  deftroyed  it,  as  this  commit- 
tee being  members  of  parliament — it  would  give 
too  much  power  to  government :  fo  on  a  divifion 
it  was  thrown  out  by  84.  againft  54. 

Jpril  6.  The  Cumberland  Sheriff  was  tried  and 
found  guilty  of  partiality  and  injuftice  in  the  re- 
turn of  members— Lord  JohnCavendiJh  moved  that 
he  fhould  be  committed  to  the  Serjeant  at  arms — 
Sir  Edward  Jftley  propofed  an  amendment,  viz. 
that  he  fhould  be  fent  to  Newgate. — The  gentle- 
men who  feconded  the  amendment,  obferved,  that 
it  was  a  crime  of  the  blacked  dye,  and  ought 
to  be  punifhed  in  the  fevered  manner  by  the  houfe, 
that  it  was  an  introdudion  to  arbitrary  power  for 
the  Sheriff  to  prefume  to  make  a  return  contrary 
to  an  open  majority,  and  that  the  houfe  for  crimes 
of  a  lefs  magnitude  had  often,  even  lately,  fent 
perfons  to  Newgate. 

The  gentlemen  for  the  milder  punifhment,  ob- 
ferved that  he  was  z  gentleman  of  an  antient/j^/^i/y, 
and  of  that  kind  of  dtXxc^it  feelings^  that  a  cenfure 
of  the  mildeft  kind  would  have  as  great  an  effed 
on  him  as  a  commitment  to  Newgate.  (Very 
ridiculous  arguments  truly  !) — But  what  weighed 
more  with  the  houfe  was  that  he  had  been  brought 
Up  a'foldier,  confequently  could  not  underftand 
the  law  fo  well  as  a  contefted  election  demanded 
—-that  he  had  followed  the  advice  of  his  council,, 
who  had  a6ted  in  a  mod  infamous  manner  indeed 
—The  minidry  faid  not  one  word,  but  divided  for 
the  milder  punifliment,  which  was  carried  113 
again d  60. 

April  7.  Mr.  James  Tozvnfend  produced  a  petiti- 
on from  fV.  Bingley^  dationer,  complaining  of  be- 
ing taken  by  attachment,  and  feet  to  prifon  for 
retufing  to  anfwer  interrogatories,  and  acquainting 
the  houfe  that  he  had  made  an  affidavit  not  to  re- 
veal 
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veal  the  names  of  the  people  who  employed  him,  and 
defired  the  interpofition  of  the  houfe  in  his  favour. 

The  Solicitor  General  acquainted  the  Houfe  with  Solicitor  Ct* 
the  tranfadtion  relating  to  Bingley,  obferved  that  it  ""''^' 
would  be  a  ridiculous  thing  of  the  houfe  to  admic 
fuch  a  petition— -that  Bingley  himfelf  did  not  de- 
fire  it,  fince  he  now  was  a  privileged  perfon  to 
publidi  as  many  libels  as  he  pleafed,  and  only- 
wanted  to  fee  his  name  in  the  votes— he  did  own 
the  law  of  attachment  and  interrogatories  was  not 
on  the  mod  conftitutional  foundation,  and  wifhed 
a  law  might  be  made  to  draw  a  jufl  line  between 
the  power  of  the  courts,  and  the  liberty  of  the 
fubjeds— -but  that  the  prefent  late  time  of  the  M- 
(ions  would  not  admit  fuch  a  law  to  be  now  brought 
in— The  reafons  againft  admitting  the  petition  were 
fo  ftrong,  that  Mr.  Townfend  withdrew  his  motion. 

Col.  Onflow  got  up  and  obferved,  that  the  elec- coi. o«>f« 
tion  at  Brentford  was  coming  on,  that  he  had  rea- 
fon  to  apprehend  n^/j--that  feveral  freeholders 
durft  not  go  there  to  give  their  votes. — he  there- 
fore mov'd  that  the  (herifFs  fhould  be  ordered  to 
attend  the  Houfe  on  Monday  {April  10)  to  take 
their  inilrudlions,  how  to  prevent  the  riots— The 
miniftry  feconded  him,  obferving  that  the  houle 
Ihould  always  interfere,  efpecially  in  keeping  the 
peace  at  eledions,  and  that  they  had  done  it  in  a 
very  recent  inftance. 

In  anfwer  it  was  obferved,  that  the  inftance  al- 
luded to  was  when  a  riot  had  adlually  happened, 
the  poll  interrupted,  many  books  loft,  and  the  ihe- 
riffs  had  come  to  take  counfel  of  the  houfe  how 
they  fhould  proceed — that  to  fuppofe  a  riot 
would  probably  be  a  means  of  making  one — 
that  it  was  incroaching  on  the  powers  of  govern- 
ment to  fuppofe  the  civil  power  not  able  to  main- 
tain itfelf,  and  to  call  the  legiflative  to  alTiil  the 
executive— that  however  as  the  motion  had  been 
made,  the  houfe  could  not  well  rejed  it,  left  if  a. 
.  riot 
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riot  fhould  happen,  the  confequences  would  be 
objedted  to  be  the  fault  of  thofe  who  voted  againft 
it. 

Ur.Dowdej-     Mr.  Bowdefwell  obferved  the  motion  was  in  it- 

"*^-  felf  ridiculous,   for  when  the  Sheriffs  came  what 

Ihould  the  houfe  fay  to  them  ?  That  it  would  be 
much  more  advifable  to  make  an  order  that  the 
Sheriffs  fhould  ufe  their  endeavours  to  keep  the 
peace,  by  making  an  additional  number  of  con« 
ftables,  &c.— This  idea  was  adopted. 

':iJix,  Burke,      When  the  debate  grew  a  little  warm,  Mr,  Burke 
'  attacked  the  miniftry  as  authors  of  the  whole  fyf- 
tem  of  riots,  by  the  various  encouragements  they 
had  given— that  in  the  failors  riots,  they  had  em- 
ployed a  perfon  at  the  head  of  that  mob,  one  Capt. 
Fally  and  given  him  a  penfion  for  what  he  had 
done  in  that  mob;  that  appointing  leaders  of  mobs, 
was  a  fure  method  to  encourage  mobs  by  fhewing 
a  countenance  to  the  principles  on  which  they  were 
raifed — that  the  pardoning  the  murderers  in   the 
Brentford  riot,  though  a  very  proper  extenfion  of 
the  royal  prerogative  •,  yet  the  method  in  which  it 
was  done,  by  giving  reafons  drawn  from  the  par- 
tial opinions  of  interefted  furgeons,  tending   to 
deftroy  that  confidence  that  every  man  ought  to 
have  in  the  trial  of  Juries,  and  to  bring  into  con- 
tempt the  authority  of  the  laws — was  fo  weak  a 
meafure,    that   nothing  but  the   moft  impotent, 
ignorant,     difpirited    adminiftration    could    give 
life  to.     A  time  muft  come,    though    the   mi- 
nifters  might  put  it  off  as   long  as  they  could, 
when  an  account  muft  be  given  to  the  people  of 
the  fteps   by  which  fo  great  innovations  had  been 
made  in  the  conftitution,  and  the  longer  that  ac- 
count was  deferred,  by  fo  much  more  weighty  the 
load  would   fall  upon  them— now  was  a  proper 
time  to  begin  fuch  inquiry,  and  thofe  people,  be 
they  who  they  would,  on  whom  the  caufe  of  the 
riots  could  properly  be  laid,  Ihould  as  he  thought, 

be 
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be  held  out  for  the  deteftation  of  all  honeft  men, 
and  the  punifhment  of  the  erown. 

The  miniftryobferved  that  the  gentleman  might 
begin  at  inquiring,  if  the  houfe  thought  it  necef- 
fary,  but  nobody  would  imagine  they  would  join 
iflue  to  bring  about  fuch  inquiry — denyed  they 
knew  any  thing  of  the  employing  Capt.  Fall — 
did  not  conceive  the  pardon  granted  to  the  rioters, 
let  it  have  been  done  in  what  manner  it  would, 
would  have  met  with  univerfal  approbation — the 
prefent  way  was  equal  in  jultice  to  any  other. 

Col.  Barre  obferved  the  miniftry  were  like  2iCo\,  Barrio 
polypus;  cut  it  into  pieces  it  was  a  polypus  (till— 
one  part  of  the  miniftry  employed  its  talents  in 
raifing  mobs — another  part  in  quelling  them— and 
a  third  knew  nothing  at  all  of  the  matter — but  he 
wondered  they  were  fo  ignorant  of  the  old  parlia- 
mentary fyftems,  not  to  know  that  when  a  minifter 
was  fo  publickly  attacked,  he  never  would  leave 
the  Houfe  'till  he  had  cleared  himfelf  from  the  ac- 
cufation— and  congratulated  them  on  the  new  me- 
thod found  out  of  putting  a  negative  on  inquiries 
of  that  nature,  by  voting  them  not  necefTary. 

A   good  deal  of  fparing  and  abufe  pafled  on 
this  occafion. 

April  10, 

Lord  North  opened  the  budget— the  fupplies  for 
the  year  confift  as  below,  >. 

To»eftablifhment,  viz.  army,  navy,?  ^* 

mifcellaneous  articles,  &c.  J     3,900,000 

To  exchequer  bills  borrowed  1,800,000 

To  civil  lift  debts  -         .  -         513,000 

To  navy  debts  paid  off        -        -      -      400,000 


Total  fupplies    6, 6  i  3000 


Ways  and  means  for  ditto  land  tax        1,500,000 
To  malt  tax  -  -  «  750,000 

To  Eaft  India  company         -  -         400,000 

From  the  finking  fund         -        -         1,800,000 

T<? 
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To  exchequer  bills         -       -         -  £, 

1,800,000 

To  lottery           -           -          -       ^ 

180,000 

To  ceded  iflands           - 

38,000 

To  money  from  French  prizes 

20,OOC> 

To  American  revenues 

30,000 

To  fmali  fums  in  the  exchequer 

r  1 6,006 

Total  of  ways  and  means 

6,634,000 

He  obferved  on  the  army,  that  it  confifled  of 
ten  thoufand  men  more  than  in  the  laft  peace,  ex- 
clufive  of  the  militia,  which  confequently  mufl 
put  this  nation  and  its  dependencies  into  an  in- 
finitely better  ftate  of  defence  than  it  was  formerly, 
and  confequently  not  fubjedt  us  at  the  commence- 
ment of  a  new  war,  to  thofe  alarms  and  diftrefies 
which  fo  powerfully  operated  on  us  in  former 
times— that  the  navy  was  in  a  very  good  ftate  of 
repair,  the  magazines  full  of  materials  for  (hip- 
building,  and  the  number  of  failors  in  pay,  ac 
lead  double  to  thofe  in  the  late  peace— and  undef 
the  laft  article  he  could  congratulate  the  houfe  on 
the  encreafe  of  that  body  of  men,  which  in  the 
navy  and  merchants  fervice  was  at  leaft  16,000 
more  than  during  the  laft  peace — many  of  the 
mifcellaneous  articles  were  fuch  as  he  hoped  would 
foon  ceafe,  particularly  the  Foundling  Hofpual, 
which  would  not  require  above  one  grant  of  about 
30,000  pounds  more,  to  quit  the  public  intirely 
of  that  enormous  expence,  a  meafure  which  had 
coft  this  nation  fince  parliament  firft  interfered  in  the 
Foundling  Hofpital  nt^v Jix  hundred  thoufand pmnds, 
— That  as  to  the  exchequer  bills  it  was  a  debt  in- 
curred and  paid  off  every  year,  but  he  Ihould  ad- 
vife  that  to  diminifti  that  fum,  ought  to  be  one  of 
the  firft  operations  of  government  in  future  years; 
he  would  not  have  it  intirely  abolifhed,  but  let  it 
remain  at  about  600,000/.  which  would  fufficiently 
anfwer  the  purpofes  of  the  nation,  and  remain  a 

means 
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means  of  raifiiig  a  large  fum  on  the  firft  day  of 
any  war— That  the  real  amount  of  debts  paid  off 
this  year  was  913,000/.  viz.  the  civil  lift,  and 
navy  debts,  the  former  of  which  was  a  debt  which 
every  perfon  muft  fee  the  ahfolute  necejftly  of  dif- 
charging  diredly,  and  the  fecond  reduced  the  navy 
debt  to  as  low  a  fum  as  it  was  poffible  to  bring  it, 
and  was  indeed  the  only  out  ftanding  four  per  cents 
which  parliament  could  meddle  with,  and  at  the 
fame  time  gave  room  to  fupply  the  navy  on  a  fu- 
ture war,  by  taking  on  credit  what  the  wants  of 
the  ^  ftate  might  make  difficult  to  be  got  with 
money. 

As  to  the  ways  and  means,  the  land  tax,  malt 
tax,  and  India  company  being  eftablifhed  fums, 
he  need  not  obferve  on  them,  no  more  than  on 
the  exchequer  bills,  which  were  only  ufual  grants 
to  replace  thofe  to  be  paid  off— that  the  finking 
fund  if  eftimated  after  the  manner  in  which  the. 
produce  of  that  fund  had  lately  appeared,  he 
did  fuppofe  would  amount  annually  to  at  leafl: 
2,300,000/.  per  annum,  but  he  (hould  only  anti-, 
cipate  it  to  Chrijlmas  next  3-4ths  of  a  year,  and 
Ihould  therefore  take  it  only  for  i, 800,000/.  a 
fum  he  had  not  the  leaft  fear  of  its  producing— 
that  a  lottery  being  a  tax  on  the  willing  only,  tho*, 
many  might  obje6l  to  it,  as  an  encouragement  of 
gaming,  yet  he  thought  the  public  would  be  right 
to  dvail  themfelves  of  the  folly  of  mankind,  efpe- 
cially  as  it  laid  no  burthen  on  the  poor,  that  lot- 
teries were  of  various  natures,  and  the  more  they 
were  varied,  the  more  defirous  the  public  were 
of  running  into  them— -he  thought  it  good  policy 
not  to  over-ftretch  them,  as  that  would  be  dcftroy- 
ing  the  hen  for  her  eggs ;  he  had  only  this  year 
availed  the  public  of  180,000/.  and  dividing 
600,000/.  amongft  thofe  who  had  the  benefit 
tickets,  that  in"  all  probability  tickets  would  fell 
for  14  or  15/.  a-piece,  efpecially  when  it  was  con- 

fidered. 
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fidered,  the  money  for  the  prizes  would  be  paid 
in  full  money,  and  not  as  in  former  lotteries,  in 
ftock,  which  perhaps  was  at  10  or  ii  per  cent, 
dilcount — The  money  due  from  the  ceded  iflands 
and  French  prizes  were  owing  to  a  much  greater 
amount  than  he  had  taken  them  for;  it  was  not 
very  certain  they  would  be  paid,  but  he  hoped 
that  at  lead  the  government  might  have  got  what 
he  took  them  for — the  American  taxes  when  firft 
laid  were  given  for  150,000/.  they  produced  no- 
thing, they  werq  then  taken  for  70,000/.  and  now 
he  took  them  for  only  30,000/. — that  it  did  appear 
the  amount  of  the  laft  year  was  upwards  of  20,000/. 
and  as  the  troops  kept  every  thing  quiet  there,  it 
was  to  be  hoped  the  taxes  would  encreafe  to  at  lead 
what  he  had  taken  them  for — the  fmall  fums  in 
the  exchequer  were  a  fort  of  fcrapings  from  the 
monies  iflued  in  the  war,  and  balances  of  different 
treafurers  accounts;  that  he  had  brought  to  account 
all  that  he  could  now  find,  but  from  appearances 
he  hoped  the  government  would  for  4  or  5  years 
enfuing,  get  perhaps  lOOjOOo/.  a  year  from  the 
fame  means. 

Having  thus  gone  through  the  fupplies  and  ways 
and  means,  he  launched  out  into  the  prefent  ftate 
of  the  nation,  with  regard   to  its  fituation  as  to 

futurity,  and  in  refpedb  to  its  foreign  enemies. 

That  from  the  improving  ftate  of  the  finking  fund, 
he  hoped  that  the  nation  would  be  able  to  difcharge 
at  leaft  a  million  and  a  half  of  debt  every  year; 
that  when  the  people  in  the  alley  faw  the  miniftry 
go  on  from  year  to  year,  without  borrowing  mo- 
ney, the  little  money  they  then  would  be  enabled 
to  pay  with,  would  naturally  turn  their  minds  to 
the  old  (locks,  and  confequently  would  raife  them 
to  perhaps  what  they  had  been  in  the  laft  peace, 
and  reftore  public  credit  to  its  priftine  ftate— He 
could  alfo  inform  the  Houfe,  that  France  was  by 
no  means  in  a  condition  to  go  to  war  with  us,  be- 
ing 
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ing  left  in  a  far  more  exhaufted  ftate  than  that 
kingdom  had  ever  been.— The  revenues  o^  France 
amounted  on  paper  to  about  eleven  millions  fter- 
ling,  half  of  which  arofe  from  their  Farmers-Gene- 
ral^ the  other  half  from  the  variety  of  officers  em- 
ployed in  raifing  it,  was  by  no  means  a  clear  in- 
come, and  it  was  impoffible  for  any  perfon  to  know 
the  exadt  ftate  of  their  debts  bearing  intereft,  but 
that  he  had  the  greateft  reafon  to  believe,  that  now 
in  time  of  peace  they  run  out  near  a  million  fter- 
ling  a  year-,  that  this  being  the  cafe,  we  had  little 
to  fear  from  fo  exhaufted  an  enemy — that  he  had 
the  greateft  reafon  to  believe  that  our  trade  was  on 
the  encreafing  hand,  a  confcquence  he  drew  not 
only  from  the  encreafe  of  failors,  but  from  the 
cuftom-houfe  debentures,  which  had  encreafed 
much  fince  the  laft  year — and  on  the  whole  he  com- 
forted us  that  our  fituation  was  far  from  wearing 
that  gloomy  afped  with  Englijhmen  were  fond  of; 
and  that  he  hoped  a  few  years  of  peace,  would  re- 
ftore  to  us  that  tranquillity  and  credit  we  had  for- 
merly, before  our  late  expenfive  war,  and  frequent 
changes  of  adminiftrations  had  foured  our  minds, 
and  reduced  us  to  our  prefent  unhappy  divifions. 

April  1 1 .     Private  bufinefs. 

April  12.  The  report  on  the  Militia  bill.  A 
debate  enfued  whether  it  ftiould  be  made  perpetual, 
or  only  continued  for  a  number  of  years. — The 
chief  reafons  for  the  perpetuity,  were  to  give 
llrength  and  vigour  to  a  meafure  which  in  the  laft 
^ar,  had  fo  effedually  intimidated  our  enemies 
from  invading  this  kingdom-  that  it  would  be  an 
encouragement  to  officers  to  enter  into  the  militia, 
when  they  faw  it  fixed  on  a  ftable  foundation — 
that  on  the  contrary,  to  fix  it  only  for  a  few  years 
—would  caft  fuch  a  damp  on  that  fervice,  that 
there  would  be  no  new  officers,  and  many  of  the 
old  ones  would  probably  decline—-  that  making 
it  perpetual  did  by  no  means  fix  it  io  invariably, 

as 
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as  that  no  future  alteration  fhould  be  made  in  it, 
and  that  the  Pay  Bill  would  ftill  remain  annual. 

On  the  contrary  it  was  urged,  that  to  make  it 
perpetual  would  be  eftablifhing  a  perpetual  {land- 
ing army,  equally  dangerous  to  the  conftitution 
with  that  of  mercenaries— that  the  prefent  plan 
had  varied  very  efientially  from  the  firft  eftablifh- 
ment,  officers  lefs  qualified,  private  men  all  fub- 
ftitutes—that  it  was  far  from  being  certain  that  the 
perpetuity  would  tempt  any  gentleman  to  enter 
into  it,  few  defiring  to  engage  for  more  than  feven 
years — and  that  it  was  very  improbable  the  French 
would  be  more  intimidated  by  the  one  or  the  other 
meafure —  that  by  eftablifhing  it  in  perpetuity,  \t 
put  it  out  of  the  power  of  the  houfe  of  commons 
ever  to  put  an  end  to  it,  without  confent  of  lords 
and  king,  tho'  in  future  times  it  might  be  a  tbor» 
m  their  fides. 

Thefe  on  the  whole  were  the  bed  arguments 
ufed  on  both  fides— A  great  many  bad  ones  were 
alfo  fported,  in  the  courfe  of  the  debate,  fomc 
'  ferious,  and  fome  ludicrous. 

xd.  %c<i.     Lord  J.  Cavendijh  fpoke  extremely  well  againfl 

**^  ^*  the  prefent  militia,  as  compofed  of  very  improper 
men  as  officers,  fome  regiments  almoft  deftitute 
of  them,  the  men  taken  from  home  to  a  fcene  of 
debauchery,  the  fubakerns  people  of  fmall  forr 
tune,  fpoiled  by  being  made  gentlemen,  and  fe»r 
veral  other  real  abufes. 

lord  Beau^     Lord  Beuuchamp  Qxi  the  contrary  declaimed  well 

champ,         .       .         .    ^  •*  ^ 

in  Its  defence. 
t:^\,Barri,  Col.  Barre  drew  a  pidure  of  this  nation  as  de- 
fended by  a  militia  in  fuch  a  mafterly  manner, 
that  very  few  in  the  houfe  but  were  fully  convinced 
of  the  abfolute  neceffity  of  a  militia  eltabliflied  on 
the  befl  foundation,  and  fupported  by  all  the 
powers  of  the  adminiflration.  On  a  divifion  the 
friends  to  the  perpetuity  were  84,  againft  it  79. 

4  April 
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April  \^.  The  militia  bill  continued:  No  debate 
on  it,  but  fome  few  alterations,  viz.  a  return  to 
be  made  of  the  number  of  days  each  diiicer  at- 
tended at  the  monthly  exercik-,  and  alfo  a  return 
oi  the  officer's  qualifications,  to  be  mjade  to  the 
ff^cretaries  of  ftate,  to  be  laid  annually  before  par- 
liament— The  claufe  of  the  bill,  lavin*:^  a  fine  of 
200/.  on  juRices  omitting  or  retufmg  to  a6l  in  the 
militia  laws,  very  properly  thrown  out,  as  no 
julfice  of  the  peace  could  ad  fafely  under  fuch  a 
claufe,  without  being  liable  to  the  penalty. 

April  14.     Mr.  Onflow  m^ade  a  motion  for  iht^'^r.Orf^oxv, 
return   of   a  knight  of    the  fliire  for  Middlefex^  ' 
ihould  be  immediately  brought  up— This  was  op- 
pofed  as  unjuft  to  Colonel  huttrell^  as,  proceeding 
on    the  return   might  hinder  his  petition  for  an 
undue  eledlion— The  freeholders  too  mi^ht  peti- 
tion,  but  by  proceeding  in  this  fummary  way  both 
were  prevented—that  an  inquiry  into  the  return, 
muft  either   be  followed  by  a  motion  to  vote  in 
Co].   LuttrelU  perhaps   contrary  to  his.  inclination, 
as  not  choofing  to  (land  on  fuch  narrow  ground, 
to  be  the   member  for  a  county    again  ft  the  o- 
pinion  of  fo  large  a  majority  of  freeholders,  v/hen 
perhaps   he  might  have  other  more  meanly  ground 
to  ftand  on— or  elfe   it  muft  be  followed  by  de- 
clarina  it  a  void  eledion,  which  mig-ht  be  exceed- 
ing  unjuft  as  there  were  fo  many  other  candidates  : 
others   obferved,  that  putting  off"  the  inquiry  for 
fourteen  days  would  give  time  for  petitions  againft 
the  ele61;ion,  and  could  be  attended  with  no  bad 
confcquences,    as   Mr.  Wilkes  had  been  declared 
incapable  by   this  parliament,  which  perhaps  was  ■ 
a  meafure  not  abfolutely  juft,  but  it  was  a  law  of 
parliament  that  no  refolution  could    be  refcitided  - 
in  the  fame  fcftions;  the  next  feffions  might  pro- 
bably think  differently  from  this  feffions,  and  once 
more  eftabliffi   the  right  of  the  people  on  its  jufl 
bifis-'-that   this  had  unfortunately  becom.e  a  dif. 

¥oL.  YIIL  L  puts 


^4^  Parliamentary      A.  1769, 

pute  between  the  parliament  and  the  people,  which 
lb  far  from  ending  our  unfortunate  dillurbances, 
would  in  all  probability  encreafc  them  to  an  height 
deftrudtive  of  the  conftitution.- -On  the  other 
hand  it  was  urged,  that  the  dignity  of  the  houfe 
was  concerned  in  putting  an  end  immediately  tQ 
this  affair;  that  having  voted  Mr.  Wilkes  incapa- 
ble of  being  returned,  the  people  had  no  right  to 
give  their  votes  to  .him— the  (heriffs  were  guilty 
/  of  an  audacious  infult  on  the  houfe  of  commons, 
and  liable  to  ccnfure  for  having  returned  himj 
that  the  proceeding  lb  immediately,  was  following 
the  exacl  (leps  taken  by  the  houfe  in  the  former  cafe, 
where  he  had  been  declared  incapable  of  being  e-^ 
leded — The  return  was  therefore  called  for,  and 
Mr.  Wilkes's  election  declared  void. 

MuGrjio-u}.  ivir.  Onjlow  then  moved  that  the  HierifFs  oi Mid- 
dkfex  fhould  immediately  attend  the  houfe  with 
the  poll— which  v/as  agreed  to — but  the  miniftry 
having  negledcd  to  give  the  flieriffs  notice,  they 
were  fo  long  in  coming  that  the  houfe  got  into 
confufion  and  riot  for  two  hours,  and  then  the 
night  was  fo  far  advanced  that  it  became  improper 
to  enter  into  any  new  debate  that  nighr:  a  motion 
was  made  by  the  miniftry  to  adjourn  to  next  day, 
which  was  Saturday, 

The  oppofition  oppofed  this  day  as  contrary  to 
the  cuftom  of  parliament,  which  never  did  any 
thing  of  confequence  on  that  day;  that  Saturday 
was  dedicat<;d  to  other  bufinefs  or  pleafure-,  that  it 
feemed  as  if  the  hurrying  on  this  bufinefs  >was 
fuch  a  meafure  of  government,  that  unufual  means 
vyere  taken  tQ  infure  its  fuccefs;  that  precipitation 
might  fooner  inflame  than  quiet  the  minds  of 
the  people-!-However  the  miniftry  were  fo  eager 
to  finifli  the  affair,  that  ihty  \oicd  Saturday 
by  a  majority  of  207  to  115. 

Mr.OrjJow.     Saturday^  April  15,    at   g  o'clock,  Mr.  Onflow 
made,  a  motion  that  Col.  I^uttrell  being  the  firfl: 

on 
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on  the  poll  forMiddlefex  [Wilkes  not  beingcapable) 
ought  to  have  been  returned— He  produced  an 
inftance  of  a  perfon  who  was  firft  in  the  poll, 
but  being  incapable  of  being  chofen  by  a  re- 
fufal  to  take  the  oaths,  the  Houfe  of  Commons  con- 
iidered  him  as  no  candidate,  and  voted  in  the  per- 
fon who  was  next  on  the  poll—  This  inftance  he 
brought  to  Ihew,  that  when  votes  were  given  to  a 
perfon  incapable  of  being  chofen,  thefe  votes  were 
looked  upon  by  the  Houfe  of  Commons  as  thrown 
away,  and  the  perfon  next  on  the  poll  always  de- 
clared duly  eleded  by  the  Houfe— he  talked  a 
good  deal  of  his  motives  for  making  this  motion, 
as  founded  on  the  principles  of  whiggifm  and  the 
revolution— that  the  law  of  parliament  was  the 
Jaw  of  the  land— and  confequently  Mr.  Wilkes 
having  been  declared  incapable  by  the  Houfe  of 
Commons,  this  was  a  legal  difqualification,  and 
of  courfe  the  fame  cafe  as  that  before  cited, 
who  was  difqualified  by  ad  of  parliament;  the 
Houfe  ought  therefore  to  proceed  in  the  fame  man- 
ner they  had  hitherto  done  in  cafes  of  the  fame  na- 
ture, awd  vote  Mr.  Luttrell  in. 

The  Attorney  General  on  the  fame  fide  obferved,  a  tomey 
that  he  looked  on  Mr.  Wilkes's  difqualification,  no-  ^^'''"*^'  i 
tified  as  it  was  in  the  writ  to  the  (heriffs  and  free- 
holders, as  abfolutely  conclufive  on  them,  and  there- 
for&  the  (heriffs  were  guilty  of  a  great  impropriety, 
to  fay  no  worfe,  in  returning  Mr.  Wilkes— that  in 
the  late  infamous  riot  at  St.  James's,  there  was  re- 
gularity, order,  and  a  well-laid  defign,  and  he  was 
forry  to  inform  the  Houfe,  that  he  could  get  no 
legal  proof  to  bring  any  perfon  to  juftice;  he 
thought  to  take  the  advice  of  the  Houfe  how  he 
fhould  proceed  therein— It  was  obferved,  too,  that 
the  Houfe  had  at  different  times  by  three  votes^ 
difqualined  feveral  ranks  of  men,  as  Aliens^  Dent- 
%tnSi  Sheriffs ^  Minors^  or  Clergymen- —th^t  if  they 

L  2  could 
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could  difqnalify  bodies  of  menj  they  could  do  the 
fame  to  a  fingle  perfon.  .      .^ 

SnF.Nor-  Sit  F.  Norton  ipoke  on  the  fame' fide---he  ob- 
ferved  that  he  could  not  lay  that  it  was  Illegal  for 
the  freeholders  to  offer  their  votes  for  Mr.  PFilkes 
--it  was  not  illegal  for  the  fheriffs  to  take  thofe 
votes  for  Mr.  Wilkes-'\i  was'  not  illegal  for  the 
fheriffs  to  return  Mr.  Wilkes  when  chofen—hui  he 
thought  it  highly  indecent  to  fly  thus  in  the  face 
of  a  refolution  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons---the 
fheriffs  might  have  made  other  returns-'— they 
might  have  returned  all  the  candidates,  or  they 
might  have  made  a  fpecial  return,  or  they  might 
have  returned  Mr.  Lut tr ell— -ihdX  the  Commons 
acling  in  a  judicial  capacity,  he  thought  their  re- 
folutions  equal  to  a  law— -he  inilanced  fome  mem- 
bers who  Were  difqualified  by  fuch  refolutions  at 
different  times,  as  Halliov  libellwg^  Sir  E,  Sawyer^ 
Mr.  Montague^  for  bribery,  &c.---If  you  have  a 
right  to  expel,  it  would  be  of  no  ufe  if  not  able 
to  keep  out  the  perfon   fo  expelled. 

hi.Ncrih.  Lord  North  fpoke  long,  but  chiefly  to  the  paf- 
fions :  he  defcribed  Mr.  Wilkes  and  his  actions  in 
.  a  lively  manner,  iliev^ed  the  variety  of  troubles  he 
had  given  the  miniftry— that  unlefs  by  voting  in  Mr. 
LiittrelU  an  end  was'  put  to  this  debate,  the  whole 
kingdom  v/ould  be  in  con'oOoii.  — -Though  he  own- 
^'d  he  did  not  think  that  meafure  would  put  an  end 
to  the  ditlradions— He  Ipbke  much  more  to  the  ex- 
pediency than  the  legality  ot  the  meafure  propofed„ 

%u.   Beck-     Mr,' Beckford  obferved  on  the  other  fidv,  that  all 

ford,  the  precedents  they  had  mentioned  were  of  per- 
fons  djfquahfied  by  a^  of  parliament^  confequently 
not  applicable  to  the  prefent  cafe-,  Mr.  Wilkes  be- 
ing difqualified  only  by  a  vote  of  one  part  of  the 
iegiflature— that  the  Houfe  of  Commons  alone 
cannot  nlake  a  law,  binding  any  body  but  inem- 
felves-— if  they  by  a  vote  can  difqualify  one  per- 
foTij  they  may  go  on  and  difqualify  v/honr  they 
■  '■     "  •        '        plealc-- 
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pleafc— the  ccnfequcnce  of  which  mud  be  the 
getting  into  their  own  hands  the  power  of  the 
whole  government — He  conchided  with  a  (lory  in 
fcripture  of  Rehohoam^  the  fon  of  Solomat^  when 
the  ten  tribes  of  Ifrael  revolted  from  his  govern- 
ment j  which  he  recommended  to  the  minidry  to 
apply.  ^.      \ 

Serjeant  G/y';^;^  fpoke  very  v/tll,  and  fairly  ob- Mr.  c^«;t. 
ferved,  that  the  difqualification  of  Mr.  JVilkes  not 
being  the  law  of  the  land,  the  freeholders  of  Mid- 
'dlefex  were'  not  obliged  to  take  notice  of  it — 
that  the  difqualifications  of  bodies  of  men,  as 
clergy,  aliens,  &c.  were  all  either  by  exprefs  law<;, 
or  by  implication  from  the  common  law^  and  that 
the  votes  of  the  houfe  to  that  effect,  were  only 
declaratory,  but  not  enading— that  undoubtedly 
the  houfe  had  a  jurifdidtion  over  its  own  m.embers, 
and  were  judges  of  the  rights  oi  ek^fcrSy  but  fuch 
judgmiCnts  muft  be  according  to  law,  a  natural 
ccniequence  of  every  court  of  judicature  in  this 
kingdom — that  the  right  of  the  freeholders  of 
MiddlefeXy  as  well  as  the  right  of  every  citizen  or 
hurgefsy  ^J2iS  an  inherent  right  in  them,  not  derived 
from  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  and  therefore  could 
hot  be  taken  from  them  by  the  houfe,  except  in 
cafes^  where  offending  againft  law,  they  had  forfeit- 
ed a  right  to  fuch  privileges. 

Mf.  Cornwall  fpoke  very  well  alfo. 
Mr.  Burke  drew  a  very  moving  pifture  oi^t.^urkt;, 
the  prefent  ftate  of  the  nation,  and  the  terrible 
confequences  to  be  dreaded  from  this  meafure— - 
fhewing,  that  this  was  not,  as  had  been  reprefented, 
a  difpute  between  the  houfe  and  freeholders  of 
Middlefex^  but  betv/een  the  houfe  and  all  the  Voters 
in  England^  v/ho  would  eafily  perceive  their  fran- 
chifes  invaded  by  this  vote— he  accufed  the  mini- 
dry  of  the  deps  they  had  taken  to  fow  difcord 
between  the  king  and  the  people-  -that  the  ad- 
drelTcs  were  hbels  on  the  people,  accufmg  them 

L  3  of 
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of  crimes  the  miniftry  had  forced  them  into— that 
the  court  of  examining  furgeons,  was  a  rank  libel 
on  the  trial  by  juries,  and  that  their  dignity  (viz, 
the  miniftry's)  v^as  deftroyed  by  a  difpute  they 
were  obliged  to  enter  into  mih  sl po^r forgeon^  wha 
had  publickly  threatened  them  with  a  profecution 
for  defaming  him,  and  had  never  dared  to  defend 
themfelves. 
Juili  ^''"'     ^^-  Gr^»i;///^  made  this  day  one  of  the  beft 
fpeeches  that  had  been  made  in  the  houfe  of  com- 
mons for  many  years. — He  fhewed  from  hiftory,. 
that  the  vote  of  the  houfe  of  lords  refpefling  one 
of  their  own  members,  had  been   confidered  by 
the  King's  Bench   as  null  and  vaid,  becaufe  con- 
trary to  law,  and  that  the  judges  had  not  beert 
punifhed  by  the  lords  for  fo  doing  fthi^  was  m 
the  cafe  of  Lord  Banhury^  Holt  chief  juftice) — 
he  then  fliewed,.  that  in  the  cafe  oi  Afiley  and  Whiter 
a  vote  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  contrary  to  law, 
had  alfo  been  difregarded  by  the  courts  below — 
and  from  the  premifes  concluded,,  that  a  vote  of 
the  houfe  might,  and  did  bind  the  houfe  the  fef- 
fions  it  was  made  in,  but  out  of  the  houfe,  ex- 
cept in  matters  of  privilege,   had  no  effect  on 
the  people— If  the  miniftry    he  faid,   will  take 
-    fuch  headftrong  meafures,  the  vengeance  of  a  de- 
luded, injured  people  mud  fall  on  them.     The 
miniftry  carried  it  for  voting  in  Mr.  Luttrell  by 
J97  to  143. 

On  the  29th  of  April  (being  the  laft  day  of 
petitioning)  a  petition  from  fome  of  the  free- 
holders of  Middlefex  was  prefented  to  the  houfe; 
fetting  forth,  "  That  the  petitioners  being  informed 
by  the  votes  of  the  houfe,  that  the  return  for  the 
faid  county  hath  been  amended  by  razing  out  the 
name  oijohn  Wilkes^  Efq-,  and  inferring  the  name 
of  Henry  Lawes  Luttrell^  Efq;  inftead  thereof^ 
and  that  leave  was  given  to  petition  this  houfe, 
touching  the  ete^^ion  of  Henry  Lawes  Luttrell^ 
6  Efq.;^ 
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Efq-,  and  reprefenting  to  the  houfe,  that  the  faid 
Henry  Lazves  Luttrell  had  not  the  majority  of  legal 
votes  at  the  faid  election,  nor  did  the  majority  of 
the  freeholders,  when  they  voted  for  John  Wilkesy 
Efq-,  mean  thereby  to  throw  away  their  votes,  or 
to  wave  their  right  of  reprefentation,  nor  would 
they  by  any  means  have  chofen  to  be  reprefented 
by  the  faid  Henry  Lawes  Luttrell^  Efq-,  the  peti- 
tioners therefore  apprehend  he  cannot  fit  as  the 
reprefentative  of  the  faid  county  in  parliament, 
without  manifeft  infringement  of  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  the  freeholders  thereof:  The  peti- 
tioners therefore  hope,  that  the  houfe  will  give 
leave  that  they  may  be  heard  by  their  council 
againft  the  faid  eledion  and  return,  and  grant 
them  fuch  further  relief  as  they  (hall  think  miCet." 

Council  on  this  petition  were  heard  on  the  8th  of 
May  \  when  it  was  determined  by  221  againd 
152,  that  Mr.  Luttrell  was  duly  eledled. 

The  only  other  public  bufinefs  of  this  feflions 
was  a  motion  made  by  Governor  Pownall^  to  re- 
peal the  revenue  ads  in  North  America, 

The  foundation  of  this  motion  was,  that  as 
fome  of  the  provinces  had,  by  acSls  of  their  own 
alTemblies,  provided  for  their  own  eftablifhments; 
it  was  very  hard  that  they  fhould  be  again  taxed 
for  the  fame  purpofes  by  the  Englijh  parliament— 
that  by  repealing  our  a(fls,  as  to  thofe  provinces, 
artd  leaving  an  opening  for  the  other  provinces  to 
pafs  ads  for  the  fame  purpofes,  the  whole  Ameri- 
can taxes  might  be  repealed  without  any  dilhonour 
to  parliament;  and  an  opening  made  for  an  entire 
reconciliation  with  America. 

The  fpeech  which  he  made  on  this  occafion, 
was  as  follows : 

'  There  is  a  general  diflatisfaclion  and  uneafi-  Mr.  p^-rri 

*  nefs,  as  well  here  as  in  America^  at  our  falling "''^^* 

*  back  into  that  controverfy  and  conteft  between 

L  4  ^^  the 
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^  the  government  and  the  colonies,  which  we 
'  were  once  fo  happily  delivered  from.  All  now 
*•  are  convinced,  that  there  are  no  means  of  decid- 

*  ing  the  coDtroverfy-,  that  there  are  no  hopes  of 

•  '  putting  an  end  to  the  conred.  Every  event 
^  that  arifes,  raifes  freih  difficulties;  nothing  but 
'  power  can  operate,  and  that  can  operate  only  to 

•  '  mifchief.  Power^  thus  \^kd^  will  inflame  and 
'  unite  the  colonies,  as  in  one  common  caufe,  and 
'  every    further    exertion    of   that    power     will 

.    '  only  prefs   the  people  clofer  together,  and  ren- 

*  der  more  intenfe  and  ardent  that  heat  with  which 

*  they  are  already  inflamed. 

'  There  is,  in  the  minds  of  men,  an  univerfal 
'  apprehenfion .  of  the  dangerous  confequences  of 
'  this  ftate  of  things;  there  is  a  reludance  in  all, 
'  and   a  determination  in  mofl:  men  againft  ufing 

.  '  power.  All  look  for  fome  mode  of  policy.  Nay, 
'  I  vvUl  venture  further  to  fay,  that  all  feem  to 
'  be  agreed  in    what  that  policy  ought  to    he — -- 

'  ^  Narnely,  '^hat  we  take  the  firft  occafion^  which 
'  offers^  to  get  back  again  to  that  old  fafe  ground  of 
'  adminiflration,  on  which  /^^  American  affairs  were 
'  conducted  until  within   a   few    years,    of   e^peri- 

*  ment.  People  ditfer  only  as  to  the  occafion  and 
the  time  which  may  lead  to  this.  They  fay,  we 
will  take  the  proper  occafion,  when  the  proper 
nime  comes,  when  vv^e  fee  the  proper  ground  we 
will  repeal  thefe  revenue  laws,  that  we  may  get 
back  again  to  the  old  ground. 
*  But,  Sir,  times  and  occafions  are  not  in  our 

power,  we  cannot  make  them;-  when  they  arife, 
and  are  in  event,  all  we  have  to  do  is  to  profit 
by  them.  If  now.  Sir,  I  can  fhew  that  this  is 
thre proper  occafion^  the  very  crifis  in  which  govern- 
ment fhould  interpofe  to  extricate  itfelf  with 
honour  and  fafety,  perhaps  the  only  occafion  in 
which  it  can  fo  interpofe,  I  fhall  not  only  vindi- 
cate myfelf  for  having  made  the  motion  at  this 

^  time. 
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time,  but,  If  1  can  explain  this  truth,  wich  that 
conviction  v/ith  which  it  lies' in  my  own  bread, 
I  lliall  be  able  to  periuade  the  houle  to  act  alfo 
upon  this  occafion. 

''That  this  point  of  time,  this  crifis,  may  be 
iQftn  as  it  ilands  formed  in  itfelf,  in  all  its  rela- 
tions, and  in  ail  its  confequenceS,  it  will  be 
necelTary  to  mark  every  line  which  leads  to'  this 
point,,  this  crifis. 

^  And  firft,  of  the  fovereignty  and  fupremacj 
of  parliaments.  That  is  a  line  from  which  you 
ought  never  to  deviate,  which  oucrht  never  to' 
be  out  of  fight.  The  parliament  hath  and  m.uit 
have,  from  the  nature  and  elTence  of  the  confti- 
tution,  has  had,  and  ever  will  have,  a  fovereign 
fupreme  power  and  jurifdiction  over  every  part 
of  the  dominions  of  the  ftate,  to  make  laws  in 
all  cafes  whatloever;  this  is  a  proportion  which 
exifts  of  abfolute  necefiuy-^its  truth  is  intuitive, 
and  need  not  be  demonftrated — and  yet  there 
may  be  times  and  occafions  when  this  ought  to 
be  deckred  and  held  forth  to  the  eyes  and  notice 
of  the  fubje^L- — Such  was  the  time  when  the  law 
declaring  this  power  was  made — it 'ena6led  no- 
thing nev,7 — -it  declared  no  pov/er  that  did  not 
exift  before  — but  it  was  like  the  hoifting  your 
colours,  the  fixing  your  ftandard,  to  which  all 
true  patriots  of  this  country  m.ight  repair,  under 
whith  they  might  arrange  themJelves,  and  to 
which  the  duty  and  obedience  of  all  might  be  * 
dire(5fed— And  as  you  cannot,  as  you  ought  nor, 
to  give  up  the  leaft,  the  mod  inconfiderabjc 
point  of  this  right,  of  this  power  thus  claim^ed,  - 
lo  ought  you  not,  fo  can  ye  not  lov/er  thefe  co- 
lours one  inch,  nor  remove  your  ftandard  for  a 
moment — • 

'  Although  this  declaratory  law  is  no  part  of 
the  fuperftrudure  of  the  edifice  of  our  confbitu- 
tion,  yet,.  Sir,  k  is  a  vifible  fign  and  fymbol  of 


;I54  PARtlAMENTAkV     A.  iy{)(), 

^  Its  fovereighty  affixed  to  it,  and  if  ever  any  one^ 

*  now  it  is  fo  fixed  as  a  fymbol  on  the  edifice^ 

*  ihould  attempt  to  eraze^  or  to  remove  it,  thfc 
'  whole  edifice  would  fall  to  pieces, 

'     *  This,   Sir,    is   my  idea  of  the  fovereignty  bf 

*  parliament,  this  is   my  idea  of  the  law  which 
^  declares  it — And  if  I  could  think  myfelf  capa- 

*  ble  of  propofing  any  thing  which  might  dero- 

*  gate  from  this,  even  in  an  lota^  I  fhould  not 

*  only  think  myfelf  unworthy  of  being  a  member 

*  of  this  houfe,  but  even  a  member  of  the  cotn^ 

*  munity.      When,    therefore,    people    fay  that 

*  when  the  colonies  recede,  the  proper  occafion 

*  will  arifc,    wherein  the  government  of  Great 

*  Britain  may  concede  -,  I  fay  that  occafion  never 

*  can  arife.    Great  Britain  ought  never  to  concede, 

*  if  by  thofe  concefTions  are  meant  the  giving  up 

*  any  of  their  rights  or  power,  which  are  fiecejfary 

*  to  the  fupremacy  and  fovereignty — nor  is  it  what 

*  the  colonies  either  wifh,  defire,  or  expect.  They 

*  only  wifn  to  hold  under  this  fupremacy  thofe 
'  rights  which  they  have  hitherto  enjoyed,  and  to 

*  exercife  them  in  the  manner  iti  which  they  have 

*  been  hitherto  permitted  to  ufe  them. — 

*  Let  us  then  fee  what  is   the  cafe  ♦,  you  have 

*  not  only  declared  this  your  power ^  hut  you  have 

*  exerted  this  your  power ^  by  pafTing  laws  for  raif- 

*  ing  a  revenue  for  the  fupport  of  civil  govern- 
'  ment  in  the  colonies,  independent  of  the  people  of 

*  thofe  colonies.    This  mode  of  providing  for  the 
?  fupport  of  civil  government,  although  there  can 

*  be  no  doubt  in  the  right  and  power  of  the  taxes 

*  by  which  the  provifion  is  intended  to  be  made, 

*  yet  it  operates  as  a  revocation  of  the  rights  and 
'  privileges  of  the  legiflatures  of  thofe  colonies, 

*  as  they  have  been  permitted  hitherto  to  enjoy 

*  them — It  is  a  total  change  in  the  manner  in 

*  which  they  have  been  hitherto  permitted  to  ex- 

*  ercile  them^  it  is  a  moving  of  old  boundaries-, 

*  and 
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*  and  you  have  done  it  by  a  law  that  is  unjuft, 
^  inefficient,  and  diredly  contrary  to  all  the  prin- 

*  ciples  of  commerce  relpecting  your  own  interefi:. 
'  The  legiflatures  of  the   colonies  have  been 

*  hitherto  permitted  to  hold  that  check  and  con- 

*  trouV  upon   the   government,  under  which  the 

*  people,    whom  they  reprefent,   live,  that  they 

*  have  granted,  appropriated,  and  held  the  difpo- 

*  fal  of   the  provifion  for  its  fupporr.     And  al- 

*  though  they  complain  of  their  being  aggrieved 

*  in  having  this  power  taken  from  them,  yet  they 

*  have  fubmitted  to  your  authority,  have  n\anj- 

*  felted   their  obedience   to  your  laws,  and  have 

*  paid  your    taxes.      Tbey  have  indeed  petitioned 

*  againft  the  exercife  of  this  power  of  raifing  a  re- 

*  venue  for  this  purpofe^  yet  they  obeyed  before 

*  they  complained;  and  if  they  were  all  now  ac- 

*  tually  under  military  law  and  difdpline^  as  fome^ 

*  too  much  feem  to  be,  they  could  not  be  charged 

*  with  mutiny;  having  obeyed  firft,  before  they 

*  complained. 

*  Although  they  think  themfelves  aggrieved— 

*  yet  you  command  their  duty  in  their  a 51  and 

*  deed^  and  even  defpotifm  itfelf  cannot  command 

*  the  will 

*  They  are  at  the  lowed  point  of  fubmiman. 
'  If  you  endeavour  to  prefs  them  down  but  one 

*  hair's  breadth  lower,  like  a  fpring  they  will  fty 

*  all  to  pieces, — and  they  will  never  be  brought  ta 

*  the  fame  point  again, 

'  They  have  humbled  themfelves  in  hopes,  ire 
'  confidence,  that  as  you  are  flour,  you  will  be 
'  merciful— but  if  you  continue  to  exert  your 

*  ftoutnefs,  you  will  find  them  as  Hurdy  as  they 

*  have  been  humble.    If  you  will  nor  accept  their 

*  fubmifTion  now  they  are  at  your  feet,  from  the 

*  moment  that  you  rejed  their  fubmiffion,  from 
■*  that  moment  you  will  never  be  able  to  govern 
<  them.-*- — They  will  not  oppofe  power  to  your 

,  '  pwer. 
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^  power,  they  will  not  go  into  any  a6l  of  fedition, 
'  they   will  not  commie  any  ads  of  treafon^  ^^u^ 
'  they  will  he  impra^icahle. 
'*"  There  have  been    (Ira'ns^e  violences  zxxdi  out- 

*  rages  in  America^  the  winds  have  beaten  hard,! 
'  the  florm  has  been  high. — The  ftate,  like  a  iliip^- 

*  hath   been   dri\^en   into  extreme  danger,  amidft 

*  fhoals  and  breakers— but  the  people  are  now  ia 

*  a  ftate  of  fnbmiOlon— they  are  in  fufpence— all 

*  is  peace- -there  is   a  lull  at  this  mdmenr;  ncrvv 

*  then  is  the  moment:  to   refit  your  rigging,  to 

*  v/ork  out  the  vefTel  from  amidfl  thefe  breakers,' 

*  and  to  get  her  under  way^  in  her  old  fafe  courfe^, 

*  and  you  may  bring  her  to  the  hdrhdur  that  you 
'  "I'^ijh. 

'  Thus  of  their  obedience,  that   it  is  nov7  at 

*  this  crifiS,  at   the  very  lowed  point  that  it  ever 
.*  will  be;  fo,  on  the  other  hand,  of  your  power, 

*  it  is  now  at  its  height— You  have  in  the  pleni- 
.'  tude  of  your  power  iioi  07ily  rejeofed  the  petitions 
'  of  the  colonies,  but  you  have  renounced  the prin- 
'  cipks  which  thofe  petitions  contain,  and  yet  they 

*  continue  to  obey  to  this  hour— -At  this  hour 
'  therefore,  there  remains  nothing'  that  oppofes 
'  your  authority,  .  nothing  that  militates   againft 

*  the  principles  of  your  fovereignty,  nothing  that 
'  can  be  fuppofed  to  influence  or  limjit  your  power. 
'  Every  movement  mud,  now  at  this  hour,  derive 

*  its  fpring  from  the  vigour  of  your  own  princi- 

*  pies  alone.  The  principles  of  your  own  wif- 
'  dom,  judice  and  policy  can  alone  aduate  you. 

*  The  people  of  the  colonies  are  waiting  for  the 

*  iffue  of  this  event — and  as  it  is  now  in  your 
'  power,  and   reds  wholly  upon  your  own  difcre- 

*  tion,  it  is  now  perhaps  alone  (commanding  the 
'  point  of  jour  own  honour)  that  you  will  be  able 
'  to  choofe  your  own  ground  with  fafety. 

'  Matters  are  now  brought  to  a  crifis,  at  which; 

*  they  never  will  be  again ;  if  this  occafion  is  now' 
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^  loft,  i:  is  loft  for  ever.  If  this  fcfiiqn  elapfes 
'  with  parliament's  doing  nothing,^  American  af- 
'  fairs  will  perhaps  be  impradicable  for  ever  after 
'  —Toil  may  exert  -power  over-,  hut  you  can  never  go- 
'  vern  an  unwilling  people  \  they  will  be  able  to  ob- 
'  ilrud;  and  pervert  every  effort  of  your  policy; 

*  they  will  render  ineffedlual  every  exertion  of 
'  your  government-,  and  v/ill  iliut  up  every  fource, 
'  one  after  another,  by  which  you  fhould  derive 
'  any  benefit  or  advantage  from  them. ■ 

'   I.  As  yoiir  authority  and  power  has  its  full 

'  effect  at  this  tim.e 

'  2.'  As  the  people  have  fubmitted— are  paying 

*  the  taxes— and  are  at  peace. 

'  3.  As   you   have  rcjecled  their  applications, 

*  and  have  renounced  their  principles. 

'  4,  As  nothing  remains  to  oppofe,  or  to  obr 

*  ftrudt  the  vigour  of  your  own  principles.- 


5.  As  you  are  at  this  hour,  at  perfed  liberty 
and  mafters  of  your  own  motives. — 1  his  is  the 
proper  time,  the  proper  occafion,  that  you  fhould 
take  to  recur  only  to  yourfelves,  to  your  own 
motives,  to  the  principles  of  cornmerce,  policy 
andjuftice. — 

'  As  there  is  nothing  frora  without  that  can  ob- 
ftru6t  your  own  motions,  inquire  what  there  is 
within  yourfehes  that  does  obftrud:  the  way,  and 
prevents  your  getting  back  again  to  that  old 
ground^  on  which  you  have^  for  fo  many  years,  fafely 
and  happily  flood  \  examine  and  you  will  find  that 
noching  but  this  unjuft,  inefiicient  and  injudici- 
ous law   (made  in   the  7th  year  of  his  prefent 

majefty)  does  prevent  you. 

'•  Examine  firil  what  are  the  maxims  and  prin- 
ciples of  the  police  of  commerce,  with  which 
government  hath  a6led  towards  the  colonies  for 
a  century  pare ;  they  can  no  where  better  be  de- 
fcribed  than  they  are  in  the  adt  for  encouraging 
trade,  palled  in  the  15th  year  of  the  reign  of 

'  Charles 
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'  Gharles  II.     That  ad  points  out  that  the  true 

*  fpirit  of  law  for  regulating  trade  between  thi$ 

*  country,  and  its  colonies,  is, 

*  I.  To  maintain  a  greater  correfpondence  and 
?  kindnefs  between  them  and  us- 

'  2.  To  keep  them  thereby  in  a  firiper  depen- 
^  dance—-— 

*  3.  To  fecure  the  vent  of  Engltjh  goods  and 

*  manufadures  in  the  colonies 

'  4.  To  make   this  kingdom  a  (laple  for  the 

*  produce  of  the  colonies,  and  a  market  f(?r  thofe 

*  iupplies  which  are  necefiary  for  them—- — 

'  5.  To  render  them   more  advantageous  and 

*  beneficial  to  this  country,  and  to  keep  them 
'  and  their  trade  to  ourfelves  alone 

'  Now,  Sir,  will  one  fay  that  thi§  revenue  a6l, 

*  of  his  prefent  majeily's  reign,  hath  a  tendency 

*  to  maintain   a  greater  kindnefs  and  correfpon- 

*  dence  between  this  kino;dom  and  the  colonies—- 

*  has  it  not  had  a  dired  contrary  effect.''— -I  fpeak 

*  only  to  fact. 

'  Will   any  one  fay  that  the  fpirit  of  this  ^di^ 
'  and  the  meafures  taken  to  carry  it  into  execu- 

*  tion,  have  had  a  tendency  to  keep  the  colonieg 

*  in  a  firmer  dependency  upon  us— have  they  not, 

*  on  the  contrary,  lliaken  that  dependency  to  the 
^  *  very  root?— 

*  Will  any  one  fay  that  it  hath  a  tendency  to 

*  promote  the  vent  of  Britijh  goods  and  manu- 

*  fadures  in  the  colonies — on  the  contrary,  have 
'  not  the  people  in  every  colony  upon  the  conri- 
'  neht,  come  to  one  general  agreement,  not  to  im- 

*  port  any  Britijh  goods  upon  which  any  of  thefe 

*  duties  are  laid,  in  addition  to  that  arbitrary  price 
'  which  we,    by  our  monopoly,  are  enabled  to 

*  demand  ? 

'  Will  any  one  fay  that  duties,  thus  laid  oq 

*  your  own    merchandize  and   manufadures,  ex.- 

*  ported  to  Ainerica-^  do  not  operate  to  a  certaia 

'  degree. 
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'  degree,  as  a  prohibition  againft  your  own  pro- 

*  duce  and  labour,  and  as  a  premium  and  encou- 

*  ragement  to  that  of  the  colonies— has  it  not  had 

*  the  efFed  ?— 

*  Have  thefe  meafures  a  tendency  to  render  this 

*  country  a  ftaple  for  the  produce  of  America^  and 

*  a  market  for  the  fupplies  necelTary  to  it — on  the 

*  contrary,  has  it   not  opened  the  way  to  a  con- 

*  traband  fupply  from  foreign  markets  ?— 

*  Will  any  one  fay,  that,  under  all  thcfe  circum- 
^  fiances,    the  colonies  are  rendered  more  bene- 

*  ficial  and  advantageous  to  us,  or  that;  we  are 

*  not  taking  the  direct  way  to  break  the  inter- 

*  communion  of  trade  and  commerce  between  us, 

*  inftead  of  fecuring  the  monopoly  of  it? 

*  Let  us  therefore  view  in  this  light,  and  by 

*  thefe  principles  of  police,  commerce  and  juflice,  - 

*  the  /hMrtcan  revenue  adi:,  of  the   7th  year  of 

*  the  reign  of  his  prefent  majefty,  which  hath 
'  occafioned  all  this  uneaQnefs— which  obftrufls 

*  the  way  to  your  getting  back  again  to  your  old 

*  ground — which  is  unjuft  in  its  purport,  ineffici- 

*  ent  as  a  meafure  of  finance,  and  operates  in  di- 
'  reft  oppofition  to  every  principle  of  the  laws  of 
'  commerce,  as  they  fland  related  to  the  mother 

*  country. 

'  ifl.  As  it  propofes  to  raife  a  revenue  for  the 

*  fupport  of  government  in  the  colonies,  indeten- 
'  derU  of  the  peo^k^  it  is  contrary  to,   and  is  a  re- 

*  vocation  of  that  lyflemof  rights  and  privileges, 
'  on  which  the  government  of  the  colonies  hath 

*  been  eflablifhed — That  eflablifhment  hath  from 

*  the  beginning  given  to  them  the  fame  check  and 

*  controul  upon  the  fervants  of  the  publick,    by 

*  their  legiflatures  having  the  granting  and  difpo- 

*  fal  of  the  provifion  for  the  fupport  of  govern- 

*  menr,  as  parliament  hath  here — and  as  the  fub- 

*  jed  in  both  cafes    hath   been  always  hitherto  • 

*  cfleemed  to  have  the  fame  rights  and  privileges, 

^  the 
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*'  the  plan  of  political  liberty  hath  been  always  the 
'  fame  in  both  cafes,  akhough  the  fcale  is  iefs-— 
^  but  this  meaiure   brought   forward  by  ihis  law, 

*  hath  a  tendency  to  revoke  and  change  the  whole 

*  of  that  fyilem — and  as  it  is  unnecefiary  it  is  un- 
■•  jull:,  and  a  grievance  in  every  degree.— 

'  2d.    It  is  unjuil  as  demanding  fuch  a  revenue 
•*-  from  ail  the  colonies  indifcrimirm/ely^  when  leve- 

*  rai  provinces  have  already  made  amile  and  adeq^uate 

*  frovifion  for  this  very  purpofe,  coiiformable  to  the 

*  royal  inftru^ions^  by  aiis  which  have  received  the 
^  royal  cotifirmalwn.—Tht  inftrudlion  which  I  be- 

*  lieve  hath  been  conftantly  given  to  every  gover- 

*  nor  of  every  province^  fays,  -^'  ihat  the  gover- 
^'  nor  muft  require  the  legiQatJre  to  make  provi- 
*^'  fion,  by  a  permanent  law,  without  limitation 
*•'  of  time,  for  the  fupport  of  civil  government 
'^  in  that  province,  of  the  adminiftraiion  of  juf- 
^.'  rice,  for  making  and  repairing  fortiPicarions, 
"  and  other  defence  for  the  protedion  of  his  ma- 
"  jefty's  dominions.'' — 

'  Mark  firlt,  that  every  purport  of  this  revenue 

*  a(5l,  of  the  7th  of  his  prelent  majefty,  is  con- 
'  tained  in   this  in(lru6tion  \  and  permit  me,  Sir^ 

*  to  lay  before  the  houfe  what  provilion  the  re- 
'  venue  law  of  Barbadoes  has  done  in  this  very  point 

— wiiat  Jamaica  has  done---what  the  colony  of 
Virginia  has  done,  in  exa6l  conformity  to  this 
inltrudlion,  (although  I  will  not  trouble  the 
houfe  with  reading  thefe  laws,  I  mud  beg  leave 
to  refer  to  them)— 

'  Barbadoes  by  an  impoft  of  four  and  an  half 
per  cent,  upon  all  their  produce  exported,  and 
by  other  duties  upon  certain  articles  imjported, 
hath  granted  to  his  majelly,  and  his  heirs /<?r 
ever^  a  provifion  for  the  lupport  of  civil  govern- 
ment, and  the 'protection  of  the  ifiand,  by  a 
revenue  greatly  beyond  what  thole  fervices  have 
hitherto  fcoaiired^  ?^n^  fi cnie fully  hey ond  what  the 

'-  government; 
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*  government    of  this  country  hath  applied  to 

*  thofe  purpofes.--' 

'  The    ifland    of   Jamaica^    by  certain  duties 

*  granted  to  his  majefty,  hath  ma,de  provifion  for 

*  the  fame  purpolesj  in  exa6l  conformity  to  the 

*  like  inftrudlion  or  requifition,  by  a  permanent 

*  revenue,  which  they  hope  may  be  without  li- 

*  mitation  of  time,  as  it  is  to  remain  as  long  as 

*  the  fuccefiiori  of  the  crown  fhall  remain  in  his 

*  majefty's  royal  houfe — His  majefty's  colony  of 

*  Virginia  hath  likewife  granted  to   his  majeity, 

*  and  his  heirs  for  ever,  certain  duties  of  impoft 

*  and  tonnage,  for  this  end,  and  in  the  very  man- 

*  ner  directed  and  required  by  the  like  royal  in- 
'  ftru6lion.— 

'  I  could  alfo  here  mention  the  grants  of  rc- 
'  venue  which  the  Leeward  JJlands  have  made  to 

*  the  crown  for  the  fame  purpofes;  but  as  the  af- 

*  iembiy  of  thefe  iflands  with  too  unwary  a  confi- 
'  dence\  negle5led  to  appropriate  the  monies  arifing 

*  from  the  revenue  which'they  granted — the  crown 

*  took  it  as  rather  given  to  the  King  in  his  SeiG' 
^  NORAL  Capacity,  than  to  the  Supreme  Ma- 
'  GiSTRATE/(?r  the  purpofes  of  the  Jl ate. 

'  But  parliament  in  the  beginning  of  the  reign 

*  of  Queen  Anne^  being  apprized  of  this  unjuft 

*  and  fnameful  perverfion  of  this  revenue,  came 

*  to  a  refolution  to  addrefs  her  majefty  that  for  the 

*  fucure  thofe  duties  of  four  and  an  half  per  cent. 

*  colleded  in  Barhadoes^  and  the  Leeward  Iflands^ 

*  might  be  applied  for  the  repairing  and  eredling 
'  fuch  fortifications,    and  other  public  ufes,   for 

*  the  fafety  of  the  faid  iflands,  as  her  majefty  Ihall 

*  dire6t,  and  that  an  annual  account  how  the  laid 

*  duties   fliall  have   been  expended,  may  be  laid 

*  before  the  Houfe  of  Commons — —Nothing 
^  hath  ever  been  done  in  this  matter,  although  ic 

*  fo  regards  the  honor  of  the  crown,  in   doing 

*  juftice  to  the  people — and  the  fame  perverfion 

Vol.  VIIL  M  *  continues 


j62  Par  LI  A  MENT  AR^Y         A.  1769. 

*  continues  to  this  day.    And  yet  this  laft  revenue 
'  law  demands  from,  and  co.Uedls  upon  thefe  peo- 

*  pie,  (after  having  thus  perverted  what  they  have 
-  *  already  granted  more  than  fuflicient)  a  duplicate 

'  revenue  for  the  fame  purpofes  already  provided 

«for. 

*  It  is  not  only  unjuft  to  charge  thefe  provinces 

*  with  taxes  for  the  purpofe  of  railing  a  revenue, 

*  who  have  already,  at  the  requifition  of  the  crown^ 

*  taxed  themfelves,  and  have  already  raifed  a  re- 

*  venue  for  the  fame  end — but  there  is  an  addi- 

*  tional  injuftice  in  charging  the  obedient  provin- 

*  ces  with  this  burthen,  for  the  purpofe  of  fup- 

*  Paying  the  defed  in  thofe  provinces  which  have 

*  not  been  obedient  to  that  end. 

-    *  In  the  next  place,  when  we  confider  this  law 

*  as  a  meafure  of  finance,    the  fa6l  upon  your 

*  table  proclaims  its  inefficiency,  for  the  fum  re- 

*  turned,  as  its  whole  nett  produce,  amounts  but 

*  to  295 1.  and  a  few  Ihillings. 

'  Compare  this  revenue,  as  arifing  in  the  re- 

*  fpedlive  provinces,  with  the  revenue  raifed  for 

*  the  fame  purpofes  in  thofe  very  provinces,  pre- 

*  vious  to  this  inefficient  and  injudicious  act. 

*  The  revenue  of  Jamaica  was,    in  the  year 

*  1728,  granted  for  ^371!.  and  is  now  greatly 

*  more  than  double  that  fum  per  annum.     The 

*  amount  raifed  by  this  late  ad  is  but  323I. 

*  The  revenue  raifed  in  Virginia^  which  ought 

*  in  like  manner,  as  in  Jamaica^  to  be  applied  to 
'  the   fupport  of  civil  government,    and  to  the 

*  protedion  of  his  majefty's  dominions  there,  is 

*  above  27500L  per  annum  ;  whereas  the  revenue 

*  intended  by  this  acl  to  create  a  more  certain  pro- 

*  vifion,  has  amounted  to  but  360I.     What  the 

*  amount  of  the  four  and  an  half  per  cent,  duties 

*  are,  I  cannot  pretend  to  mark  with  any  preci- 

*  fion,  as  no  account  of  them*  has  ever  been  laid 
'  before  the  publics—but  it  is  notorious  what  large 

'  grants. 
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*  grants,  by  annuities  and  other  ways,  are  paid  out 

*  of  them. 

'  Now,  Sir,  view  this  fyflem  of  finance  in  the 
Might  either  of  juitice  or  police,  and  the  impro- 

*  priety  of  this  a6t  muft  be  apparent  in  every  de- 

*  gree  of  convidioij. 

'  It  remains  that  I  obferve  that  this  law  contra- 

*  di6bs  every  maxim  and  principle  of  the  police  of 

*  commerce,  in  every  line  of  diredlion  by  which 

*  it  Ihould  be  conduced. 

*  I  have  (hewn  that  it  hath  a  dire6l  tendency  to 

*  break  off  that  correipondence  that  hath  hitherto 
'  been  nourifned  and  hath  fubniled  between  this 
'  country  and  its  colonies. 

*  That  it  hath  a  direct  tendency  to  obfl:ru6t  the 

*  vent  of  Britijh  manufadures   and  goods  in  the 

*  colonies. 

'  That   it  operates  as  a  bounty  to   American 

*  manufadures. 

'  That  it  encourages  the  contraband  trade  and 
'  fupply  from  foreign  markets, 
'  That  it  takes  the  ground  from  under  that  very 

*  policy  which  fhould  eftablifh  the  Britijh  market 

*  for,    and  m.ake  this  kingdom  a  ftaple  to  the 

*  trade  of  that  country. 

'  That  it  renders  the  colonies"  every  day  lefs 

*  beneficial  and  advantageous  to  us — and  that  it 

*  will  in  the  end  break  off  their  dependance  upon 

*  us.* 

'  I  fhall  therefore  only  mark  the  in  fiances  in 
thofe  matters,  which  this  a61:  particularly  refpefls. 

'  It  lays  a  duty  upon  painters  colours— -Can 
'  any  one  imagine  that  the  people  of  America  are 

*  under  any  necefTity  of  importing  this  article  into 

*  that  country!  Can  any  one  imagine  that  there 

*  is  no  red  or  yellow  ocre  on  that  great  continent! 
'  Can  any  one  fuppofe  that  a  country  which  a- 
'  bounds  with  mines  of  lead,  iron  and  copper, 
'  hath  not  every  colour  that  the  art  of  painting 

M  2  *  hath 
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*  produced   and   ufed---But   if  they  had  but  one, 

*  and  that  the  pooreO:  colour  that  ever  was  ufed, 

*  we  know  how  far  the  fpirit  of  an  agitated  peo- 

*  pie  will  go,  as  there  was  a  tinne  when  we  heard 

*  of  nothing  but  Prujjlan  cakes  and  Pruffian  ale-- 

*  fo  if  a  fancy  was  taken  up  but  once  to  call  this 

*  poor  colour^    the  colour  of   liberty^  every   houfe, 

*  carriage  and  fhip  would  be  painted  with  it. 

*  This  ad  lays  a  flrange,   unintelligible  duty 

*  upon  paper.     There  are  large  manufadtures  of 

*  paper  in  that  country,  the  only  difficulty  they 

*  labour  under  is  that  of  colle6ling  a  fufficienc 

*  quantity  of  linnen  ragsj  but  if  they  were  once 

*  to  confider  that  the  fubftance  of  paper  is  nothing 

*  but  the  macerated  remains  of  certain  plants, 
'  they  would  find  a  way  of  obtaining  that  fub- 

*  fiance,  without  its  having  gone  through  the  in- 

*  termediate  procefs  of  having  been    made  into 

*  linnen— and  then  there  would  be  an  end  to  all 

*  difficulty  as  to  this  article  of  manufadure-, — but 
'  in  the  mean  while,  this  ad:  has  had  a  dired  ten- 

*  dency  to  lead  them  to  look  for  a  fupply  either 
'  di redly  from   Holland^   or  mediately   from  the 

*  Dutch  iflands  in  the  JVeJi  Indies, 

'  In  like  manner  I  could  (hew,  from  an  autho- 
'  rity  which,  if  I  was  to  mention,    would   have 

*  great  weight  of  evidence  in  this  houfe  as  to  thefe 
'  matters,  that  this  law  hath  not  had  the  effed  of 

*  preventing  the  importation  of  Butch  teas  into 

*  that  country,  but  that  there  never  was  imported 

*  more  than   in  the  laft  year,  either  diredly  from 

*  Holland^    or   by  way  of   the   Butch   Weft-India 

*  iflands;  and  no  wonder  when  our  laws  clog  our 
'  own  trade,  with  a  difcouragement  of  25  per 
'  cent. 

'  This  ad  lays  a  duty  upon  glafs,  which  has  a 

*  dired  tendency  to  promote  the  manufadure  of 

*  that  article  in  thofe  countries.    There  are  already 

*  feveral  confiderable  glafs  houfes  there,    and   I 

*  have 
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'  have   been   told  that  the  great  one  in  Pennfylva- 

*  nia,  exports  confiderable  quantities  for  the  fup- 
'  ply  of  New  Tork  and  Bojion. 

*  It  is  on  thefe  conliderations,  I  lliall  end  what 

*  I  have  to  fay,  in  moving  the  houfe  to  go  into  a 

*  committee,  to  confider  this  ad,  pafled  in   the 

*  7th  year  of  his  prefent  majefty,  and  the  ill  ef- 

*  fe(5ls  of  it.     But  as  it  is,  I  underftand,  cuftom- 
'  ary  to  open  now  in  the  houfe  what  I  fhall  pro- 

*  pofe  to  that  committee,  if  the  houfe  fliould  ap- 

*  prove  of  going  into  fuch,  the  following  are  what: 

*  I  intend  to  offer, 

'  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  committee,  that 

*  the  impofition  of  certain  duties  to  be  raifed  and 

*  levied  by  an  act,  made  in  the  7th  year  of  the 

*  reign  ot  his   prefent  majefty,  entitled,    an  adl, 

*  &c.  on  certain  goods  and  manufa6tures  therein 

*  mentioned,  hath  a  tendency  to  obftruct  the  venc 

*  of  Britijh  manufactures  and  merchandize  in  the 

*  faid   colonies  and  plantations ;  and  to  render  the 

*  colonies   and  plantations  lefs  beneficial  and  ad- 

*  vantageous  to  his  majefty's  dominions  of  Great- 

*  Britain. 

*-  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  committee,  that 

*  the  faid  ad:  hath  not  anfwered  the  purport  and 

*  intent  thereof,  of  raifing  a  revenue  in  his  ma- 

*  jefty's  dominions  in  America^  for  making  a  more 

*  certain  and  adequate  provifion  for  defraying  the 

*  chafrge  of  the  adminiiiration  of  juftice,  and  the 

*  fupport  of  civil  government  in  fuch  provinces 

*  where  it  may  be  found  necelfary,  and  towards 

*  further   defraying  the  expences  of   defending, 

*  protecting  and  fecuring  the  faid  dominions. 

'  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  committee,  that 

*  the  repeal  of  the  faid  duties  is,  upon  commercial 

*  confiderations  alone,  highly  proper  and  neceffary, 

*  That  the  houfe  be   moved  to  bring  in  a  bill 

'  for  repealing  fo  much  of  an  a6t,  made  in  the 

M  3  *  7th 
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*,  7th  year" of  the  reign  c£  his  prefent  majefty,  en- 

*  titled  an   ad:,  &c.  as  impofes  certain  duties  on 

*  goods    therein    mentioned,    imported    into   the 

*  Britifi)  colonies  and  plantations  in  America,  - 

'  In  hopes  that  the  committee  will  come  to  thefe 

*  opinions,  "  I  do  move  that  the  houfe  do  refolve 
*'  itfelf,  on  Monday  next,  into  a  committee  of  the 
"  whole  houfe,  to.confider  an  a6t  palTed  in  the 
*'  7th  year  of  his  prefent  majefly's  reign,  entitled, 
«  an  ad,  &c. " 

Every  perfon  feemed  to  agree  with  the  motion; 
but  the  miniftry  complaining  that  the  late  time  of 
the  fefTions  would  not  allow  a  matter  of  fo  much 
confequence  to  be  properly  agitated,  as  they  were 
not  prepared  for  it,  a  motion  was  therefore  made 
to  put  it  off  'till  next  fefTions . 

On  the  9th  of  May^  '^7^9'>  ^^^  King  put  an  end 
to  this  feffion,  with  the  following  fpeech. 

*  My  Lords  and  Gentlemen^ 

*  Having  thought  it  necefiary  to  give  fo  early  a 
'commencement  to  the  prefent  feffion  of  pariia- 

*  ment,  I  am  glad  to  find,  that  by  your  zeal  and 
'  affiduity  in  the  difpatch  of  public  bufmefs,  1  am 

*  now  enabled  to  relieve  you  from  your  attendance, 

*  before  the  feafon  of  the  year  is  too  far  advanced. 

'  I  cannot  put  an  end  to  the  felTion,  without 

*  exprelTing  my  entire  approbation  of  your  con- 
'  dud,  and  thanking  you  for  that  clear  demon- 

*  ftration  which  your  proceedings,    through  the 

*  whole  courfe  of  the  feffion,  have  aiTorded  to  all 

*  the  world,  of  the  affedlionate  attachment  of  my 

*  parliament  to  my  perfon  and  government,    as 

*  well  as  of  their  fteady  adherence  to  the  true  in- 

*  tereft  of  their  country^ 

'  It  was  with  much  fatisfadion  that-I  obferved 

*  your  particular  attention  to  thole  great  national 

'  objedts 


A.  1769.         DEBATES.  16; 

*  objects,  which,  at  the  opening  of  the  fefiloh,  I 

*  recommended  to  your  more  immediate  confidera- 

*  tion.     The  refuk  of  your  deliberations,  refpedl- 

*  ing  the  late  acquifitions  in  the  Eaji  Indies^  has 

*  {hewn  that  you  v^^ere  no  more  attentive  to  the 

*  immediate  benefit  arifing  therefrom  in  point  of 

*  revenue,  than  to  the  fecuring,  at  all  events,  the 

*  permanent  commercial  interells  of  this  country, 

*  and  guarding  againft  every  pofiible  difcourage- 

*  ment  to  our  own  manufadures,  and  to  the  induf- 

*  try  of  my  fubjedls.     What  more  remains  to  be 
'  done,  for  fecuring  the  poffcffion  of  thofe  valuable 

*  acquifitions,  you  will,  I  doubt  not,  proceed  to 

*  provide  for,    with  all  convenient  difpatch,    at 

*  your  next  meeting. 

*  The  meafures  which  I  have  taken  regarding 

*  the  late  unhappy  difturbances  in  North  America, 

*  have  been  already  laid  before  you.  They  have  re- 

*  ceived  your  approbation ;  and  you  have  allured  me 

*  of  your  firm  fupport  in  the  profecution  of  them. 

*  Nothing,  in  my  opinion,  could  be  more  likely 

*  to  enable  the  well  difpofed  among  my  fubjedls, 

*  in  that  part  of  the  world,  effedually  to  difcour- 

*  age  and  defeat  the  defigns  of  the  fadious  and  fe- 

*  ditious,    than    the  hearty  concurrence  of  every 

*  branch  of  the  legiflature   in   the  refolution  of 

*  maintaining  the  execution  of  the  laws  in  every 

*  part  of  my  dominions.     And  there  is  nothing  I 

*  more  ardently  wifh  for,  than  to  fee  it  produce 

*  that  good  effect. 

'  With  refpedl  to  foreign  affairs,  my  own  deter- 

*  mination,  as  well  as  the  aifurances  given  me  by 

*  the  other  powers  of  Europe^  continue  the  fame 

*  as  I  communicated  to  you  at  the  beginning  of  this 

*  fefTion :  And,  however  unfuccefsful  my  attempts 
*■  have  proved  for  preventing  the  unfortunate  rup- 

*  ture  which  has  happened  between  Ruffia  and  the 

*  Porte^  I  fhall  not  fail  to  ufe  my  good  offices  to- 
^  wards  reftoring  peace  between  thofe  powers;  and 

M4  'Itruft 
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^  I  truft  that  the  calamities  of  war  will  not  extend 
^  to  any  other  part  of  Europe, 

Gentlemen  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons^ 
'  My  particular  thanks  are  due  to  you,  as  well 

*  for  the  fupplies  which  you  have  granted  me  fbr 

*  the  fer vices  of  the  current  year,  as  for  the  provi- 

*  fion  which  you   have  made  for  enabling  me  tq 
'  difcharge  the  debt  incurred  upon  account  of  my 

*  civil  government.     Your  readinefs   in  relieving 

*  me  from  the  difficulties  increafing  upon  me  froni 

*  the  continuance  of  that  debt,  I  lliall  ever  confi- 

*  der  as  an  additional  motive  for  me  to  endeavour 

*  to  confine  the  expences  of  my  civil  government 

*  within  fuch  bounds  as  the  honour  of  my  crown 

*  can  poflibly  admit  of. 

My  Lords  and  Gmtlemen^ 
*  It  gives  me  great  concern  to  be  obliged  to  re- 
'  commend  to  you,  with  more  than  ordinary  ear- 
'  neftnefs,    that  you  would  all,    in   your  feveraj 

*  countries,  exert  your  utmoft  efforts  for  the  main- 

*  tenance  of  public  peace,  and  of  good  order  a- 

*  mong  my  people.     You  muft  be  fenfible  that 
'  whatever  obftrudls,   in  any  degree,  the  regular 

*  execution  of  the  laws,  or  weakens  the  authority 

*  of  the  magiftrate,  muft  leffen  the  only  fecurity, 

*  which  my  people  can  have  for  the  undiilurbed 

*  enjoyment  of  their  rights  and  liberties.     From 

*  your  endeavours  in  this  common  caufe,  I  pro- 
'  mife  myfelf  the  moll  falutary  effe6l :  on  my  part, 

*  no  countenance  or  fupport  Ihall  be  wanting ;  for 

*  as  I  have  ever  made,  and  ever  ihall  make,  our 

*  excellent    conftitution     the    rule    of    my  own 

*  condud,  fo  fhall  1  always  confider  it  as  equally 

*  my  duty  to  exert  every  power  with  which  that 

*  conftitution  has  entrufted  me,  for  preferving  it 
f  fafe  from  violations  of  every  kind  ;  being  fully 

*  convinced,  that  in  fo  doing,  I  fhall  mod  effec- 
'  tually  provide  for  the  true  interell:  and  happinefs 
f  of  my  people.* 

The 
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The    THIRD     SESSION 

O  F    T  H  E 

Thirteenth  Parliament  of  Great-Britain^ 

On  the  igtb  ^/January,  1770, 

^he  Parliament  met  at  Weft  minder,  when  his  Ma- 
jefty  went  to  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  and  opened  the 
'  Sefficn  with  the  following  Speech. 

*  My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen, 

*  T  T  is  with  much  concern  that  I  find  myfelf  o- 
^  jL  bliged  to  open  the  fefTion  of  Parliament  with 
>  acquainting  you,  that  the  diftemper  among  the 

*  horned  cattle  has  lately  broke  out  in  this  king- 

*  dom,  notwithftanding  every  precaution  that  could 
^  be  ufed  for  preventing  the  infedion  from  foreign 

*  parts.     Upon  the  firft  notice  of  it's  a6lual  ap- 

*  pearance,  my  next  attention  was  to  endeavour  to 
'  ftop,  if  poflible,  it's  farther  progrefs;  and  as  the 
f  fuccefs  of  thofe  endeavours  muft,  in  all  proba- 
^  bility^  have  been   entirely  defeated  by  any  the 

*  leaft  degree  of  delay  in  the  application  of  them, 
'  I  thought  it  abfoluteiy  neceflary,  with  the  advice 
^  of  my  privy  council,  to  give  immediate  direfli- 

*  ons  for  every  ftep  to  be  taken  that  appeared  moft 

*  capable  of  checking  the  inftant  danger  of  the 
'  fpreading  of  the  infedlion,  until  I  could  have  an 

*  opportunity  of  confuking  my  parliament  upon 
f  fome  more  permanent  meafures  for  fecuring  us 
f  againft  fo  great  a  calamity :  and  to  your  imme- 

*  diate 
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*  diate  and  ferious  confideration  I  earneftly  recom- 

*  mend  this  very  important  obje6l. 

'  I  have  given  my  parliament  repeated  afTur- 
'  ances,  that  it  has  always  been  my  fixed  purpofe 
'  to  preferve  the  general  tranquillity;  maintaining, 
^  at  the  fame  time,  the  dignity  and  honour  of  my 

*  crown,  together  with  the  juft  rights  and  interefls 
^  ■          *  of  my  people.     The  uncommon  burthens,  which 

'  my  fubjefts  have  borne  fo  chearfuily,  in  order  to 

*  bring  the  late  war  to  a  happy  conclufion,  mud 
'  be  an  additional  motive  to  make  me  vigilant  to 

*  prevent  the  prefent  dillurbance  in  Europe  from 

*  extending  to  any  part,  where  the  fecurity,  ho- 

*  nour,  or  intereft  of  this  natipn  may  make  it  ne- 

*  celTary  for  my  crown  to  become  a  party.     The 
^  affurances  which  I  receive  from  the  other  great 

*  powers,  afford  me  reafon  to  believe,  that  my  en- 
'  deavours  will  continue  to  be  fuccefsful.     I  Ihall 

*  Hill   make  the  general  interefts  of  Europe  the 

*  obje6tof  my  attention:  and  while  I  fleadily  fup- 

*  port  my  own  rights,  I  fhall  be  equally  careful 

*  not  to  acknowledge  the  claims  of  any  other  pow- 

*  ers  contrary  to  the  limitations  of  the  late  treaties 

*  of  peace. 

*  It  is  needlefs  forme  to  recommend  to  the  feri- 

*  ous  attention  of  my  parliament  the  flate  of  my 

*  government  in  America.     I  have  endeavoured, 

*  on  my  part,  by  every  means,  to  bring  back  my 

*  fubjedls   there  to  their  duty,  and  to  a  due  fenfe 

*  of  lawful  authority.    It  gives  me  much  concern 

*  to  inform  you,  that  the  fuccefs  of  my  endeavours 

*  has  not  anfwered  my  expe6tations ;  and  that,  in 

*  fome  of  my  colonies,  many  perfons  have  embark- 

*  ed  in  meafures  highly  unwarrantable,  and  cal- 

*  culated  to  deftroy  the  commercial  connexion  be- 

*  tween  them  and  the  mother  country. 

.      *  Gentlemen  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons^ 

*  I  have  ordered  the  proper  efti mates  for  the  fer- 

*  vice  of  the  current  year  to  be  laid  before  you. 

*  I  am 
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*  1  am  perfuaded  that  your  affedlion  for  my  perfon 

*  and  government,  and  your  zeal  for  the  public 

*  good,  will  induce  you  to  grant  fuch  fupplies  as 
^  are  neceflary  -,  and  you  may  be  affured,  that  on 

*  my  part,  they  fhall  be  managed  with  the  ftri6l« 
'  eft  CEconomy. 

'  My  Ijords  and  Gentlemen^ 
,  *  As  the  welfare  and  profperity  of  my  people 

*  have  always  been  the  objed:  of  my  wilhes,  and 

*  the  rule  of  my  aclions  ;  fo  I  am  perfuaded,  from 

*  my  experience  of  your  condud,  that  you  will  be 

*  governed  in  your  proceedings  by  the  fame  prin- 

*  ciples.  My  ready  concurrence  and  fupport  in 
'  every  meafure  that  may  ferve  to  promote  thofe 

*  ends,  you  may  always  depend  upon.     On  you 

*  it  will  be  now,  more  than  ever,  incumbent,  moft 

*  carefully  to  avoid  all  heats  and    animofities  a- 

*  mongft  yourfeives ;  and  to  cultivate  that  fpirit  of 

*  harmony  which  becomes  thofe  who  have  but  one 

*  common  obje6t  in  their  view,  and  which  may  be 

*  moft  likely  to  give  authority  and  efficacy  to  the 

*  refult  of  your  deliberations.  Such  a  conduct  on 
'  your  part  will,  above  all  things,  contribute  to 

*  maintain,  in  their  proper  luftre,  the  ftrength,  the 

*  reputation,  and  the  profperity  of  this  country ; 
'  to  ftrengthen  the  attachment  of  my  fubje6ts  to 

*  that  excellent  conftitution  of  government,  from 

*  which  they  derive  fuch  diftinguifhed  advantages; 
'  and  to  caufe  the  firm  reliance  and  confidence, 

*  which  1  have  in  the  wifdom  of  my  parliament, 
'  as  well  as  in  their  zeal  for  the  true  intereft  of  my 
'  people,  to  be  juftified  and  approved  both  at  home 
'  and  abroad.' 

1  he  addrefs,  was  moved  by  Sir  George  OJhorne^ 
in  a  good  genteel  fpeech;  and  feconded  by  Ralph 
Payne^  Efq;  upon  which  a  long  debate  enfued. 

To  ftate  the  debate  clearly,  it  will  be  proper  firft 

to  feled  fuch  parts  of  it,   as  relate    to  particular 

paffagesin  thefpeech.   Refpedling  thefubjed  of  the 

4  horned 
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horned  cattle :  every  one  approved  of  the  Heps  ta- 
ken by  the  Miniftry  to  (lop  the  infedion,  but 
many  thought  the  manner  in  which  it  was  intro- 
duced rather  ridiculous.  Some  laughing  was  had 
^gainft  the  Miniftry  j  fome  of  the  gentlemen  held, 
that  denomination  (viz.  of  horned  cattle)  and  the 
fuperior  care  they  wifhed  the  Parliament  to  take 
on  that  head,  to  prevent  the  fpreading  the  dif- 
temper,  to  any  other  of  the  great  evils  now  im- 
pending over  thefe  kingdoms,  was  rather  debafing 
than  exalting  the  dignity  of  the  throne. 

"  He  was  determined  to  fupport  the  juft  rights 
^'  of  the  crown,  but  to  preferve  peace ;  the  effedls 
*'  of  the  late  war  being  yet  fo  feverely  felt  by  the 
"  people." 

The  obfervations  on  this  were,  that  talking  fo 
much  of  preferving  rights,  &c.  rather  indicated 
that  they  were  in  danger.  Corfica  was  mentioned 
as  a  great  increafe  to  the  power  oi  France-,  the  de- 
mands made  by  the  French^  in  refpeft  to  the  ho- 
nour of  the  flag,  were  alfo  mentioned,  but  nothing 
fo  conclufive  as  to  determine  any  thing.  That 
it  was  certainly  an  imprudence,  to  fay  no  worfe  of 
it,  to  hold  out  to  Europe  (who  always  confiderour 
King's  fpeech  as  a  ftate  paper)  that  we  were  too 
poor  to  go  to  war. 

"The  King  then  recommends  North  America 
*'  to  the  care  of  Parliament." 

On  this  article  the  Miniftry  were  ftiarply  treat- 
ed,  on    their  having   done  every  thing  to  fettle 

thefe  difputes  without  fuccefs That  in  reality 

they  had  done  very  little,  and  that  little  very  in- 
judicious, weak,  and  inconfiftent.  Laft  year  the 
King  had  declared  America  in  a6lual  rebellion. 
The  Houfe  had  defired  him  to  fend  for  the  rebels 
here  to  be  tried.  The  North  Americans  had  re- 
folved  this  vote  to  be  illegal  and  anticonftitutional, 
and  yet  no  notice  had  been  taken  of  their  beha- 
viour.    This  had  rendered  the  refolutions  of  the 

Englifti 
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Engllfn  Parliament,  ridiculous  and  contemptible; 
to  increafe  this  contempt,  Lord  Bottetourt^  Go- 
vernor of  Virginia,  had  given  up  the  former  points 
in  difpnte,  and  had  even  begged  them  to  accept 
of  the  promife  of  the  Minifters,  that  the  Revenue 
ads  fhould  be  repealed  in  the  next  feflions  of  Par- 
liament. This  was  anfwering  for  what  they  could 
indeed  do,  but  not  conftitutional  to  acknowledge 
fuch  an  influence  over  the  Houfe  of  Commons. 

Upon  the  laft  article  of  the  fpeech,  where  the 
King  recommends  unanimity  as  a  good  example 
to  the  reft  of  his  fubjeds,  Mr.  Bowdefwell  mov-Mr.  i5«w. 
ed  an  amendment  in  the  propofed  addrefs.  His'^'-/"'^'^'* 
amendment  wa<5,  "  that  the  Houfe  would  take  into 
conftderation  the  caufes  of  the  difcontents  which  pre- 
vailed in  all  parts  of  his  Majefty's  dominions  \'  and 
on  this  propofed  amendment  the  debate  turned. 

Some  of  the  Miniftry  faid,  there  were  no  dif- 
contents at  all.  That  the  petitions  proceeded  from 
the  defigns  of  a  factious  minority,  who  were  either 
knaves  enough  to  endeavour  to  deceive  others, 
or  fools  enough  to  be  deceived  and  deluded  them- 
felves.  That  the  petitions  could  not  properly  be 
called  the  voice  of  the  people,  as  many  counties 
had  not  petitioned  at  all-,  many  of  thofe  that  had 
were  brought  into  them,  as  at  elections,  or  delud- 
ed into  them  by  defigning  men,  who,  like  itine- 
rant oculifts,  travelled  from  place  to  place  to  open 
the  eyes  of  the  multitude. 

Others  of  the  Miniftry  owned,  there  were  dif- 
contents among  the  people;  but  that  for  the 
Houfe  to  declare  they  would  enquire  into  the 
caufes,  was  to  own  there  were  foundations  for  fuch 
difcontents.  That  it  was  not  parliamentary  to  be- 
gin enquiries  till  the  King  had  recommended  them, 
or  the  people  had  petitioned  for  them.  That  if 
the  King  diddiflblve  the  Parliament,  at  the  defire 
of  the  people,  it  would  open  a  door  for  arbitrary 
power  in  future  minifters,  who  would  difiblve  any 

Par-liament 
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Parliament  that  did  not  pleafe  them.  Lord  NorSb 
faid,  he  would  never  give  his  confent  to  annul 
the  refolutions  of  the  Houfe  in  refped  to  the  Mid- 
dlefex  eledion.  Sir  F.  NorionfaJd,  they  could 
not  alter  their  former  refolutions  but  by  an  a6t  of 
Parliament,  which  migb^  be  brought  in  for  that 
purpofe. 

A  good  deal  of  altercation  pafled  in  relation  to 
Cgning  and  procuring  petitions,  many  Members 
glorying  in  the  deed. 

The  Oppofition  obferved,  that  true  it  was  the 
whole  nation  had  not  petitioned ;  yet  that  when 
fixty  thoufand  freeholders  had  petitioned,  and  that 
others  were  difcontented  where  they  had  not  an 
opportunity  to  fign,  feme  notice  was  due  to  them. 
That  it  gave  them  hopes  the  Houfe  would  enquire 
into  the  caufe  of  their  difcontents,  would  at  leaft 
quiet,  and  perhaps  prevent  (other  redrefs  being 
denied)  their  running  to  extremities.  That  if 
Grand  Juries  could  take  up  any  queftion  on  their 
own  knowledge,  it  would  be  abfurd  to  deny  the 
Grand  Inqueft  of  the  nation  the  fame  power  of 
proceeding.  That  for  the  King  to  diffolve  Parlia- 
ment, at  the  defire  of  the  people,  would  be  far 
from  introducing  arbitrary  power,  as  the  King  at 
prefent  was  poffeffed  of  that  prerogative  -,  and 
fhould  he  employ  it  to  diffolve  a  popular  Parlia- 
ment, the  people  would  again  obferve,  that  fame 
Parliament  would  meet  with  a  greater  defire  to 
Jncreafe  their  popularity,  from  their  difcontent  at 
the  crown. 

CoL  Bane.      Col.  Barre  obferved,  *  that  the  minds  of  many 

*  were  alienated  from  his  Majefty.     That  the  Mi- 

*  niflry  had  contrived  to  fow  difcontent  in  almoft  e- 

*  very  part  of  the  King's  dominions  •,  England   in 

*  oppofition  to  its  own  reprefentatives; — in  Ireland 
'  the  Parliament  prorogued— for  its  fupport  of  the 

*  true  conftitutional  right  of  taxation  j  the  colonies 

*  inadual  rebellion,  for  a  tax  which,  the  Miniftry 

*  confeffed. 
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*  confeffed,  was  not  intended  to  bring   in  mcfney, 

*  but  only  as  a  teft  of  the  obedience  of  North  Ame- 
^rua\  and  perhaps,  to  crown  the  whole,  jpr^;^^^ 

*  at  the  eve  of  a  war  with  us.* 

Lord  Granhy  obferved,  '  that  there  were  difcon-  Lord  Grait» 

*  tents,  and  that  they  ought  to  be  examined  into:^-^* 

*  That  he  was  not  fatisfied  himfelf  with   the  vote 

*  he  had  given  on  the  Middle/ex  ele6tion  ;  therefore 

*  wilhed  the  Houfe  would  examine  their  refolution,*^ 
[He  voted  with  the  Minority'], 

The  Solicitor  General,  Mr.  Bunning,  alfo  fpoke^^^^^f '^* 
for,  and  voted  with  the  Minority. 

The  debate  lafted  twelve  hours.  At  length. the 
Houfe  divided  on  the  propofed  amendment  5  140 
v*^ere  for  it,  and  254  againft  it.  ■;  : 

A  Lift  of  the  1^0  G  e  n  t  l  e  m  e  n  /»  this  Tyivijion* 
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T.  More  Molyneux 
George  Mufgrave 
J.  Norris 
J.  Parker 
K.  Pennant 
Captain  Phipps 
Thomas  Pitt 
Wm.  Plumer 
Edward  Popham 
Alex.  Popham  1 
Chafe  Price 
Thomas  Pownall 
J.  RatclifFe 
J.  Rufhout 
Ld.  Geo.  Sackville 
Sir  J.  St.  Aubin 

A.  St.  Leger 
S.  Salt 

Sir  Geo.  Savile 
Sir  Ch.  Saunders 
J.  Sawbridge 
J.  Scawen 
T.  Scropc 
J.  Scudamore 
H.  Seymour 
T.  G.  Skipwith 
J.  Smith 
,    Frederick  Stander 
H.  Strachey 
Ld.  Thomond 
T.  Thornton 
Hon.  Tho.  Townlhend 
T.  Townlhend,  jun. 
James  Townfend 

B.  Trecothick  -a 

ChasI 
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Chas.  Turner  T.  Whateley 

G.  W.  Van  Neck  R.  Whitworth 

Ld.  Verney  Sir  Cecil  Wray 

J.  Walih  T.  Willoughby 

B.  Waifingham  John  Yorke 
K.  Waller  138 
John  Walter  Sir  Francis  Vincent 
Wm.  V/cddeli  Fred.  Montague 

J.  Weft  140 

Jan.   10.     The  addrefs  reported. 

Sir  W\  Meredith  obferved,  '  that  one  part  of  it  sir  z^*.  Me. 

*  (thanking  the  King  for  his  approbation   of  the  ''''^"^* 

*  condud:  of  the  Houfej  would  be  conftrued  without 
•^  doors,  that  the  King  approved  the  refoiutlons  of 

*  the  Houfe,  in  refped  to  the  Middle/ex  election ; 

*  whereas  every  endeavour  Ihould  be  ufed  to  keep 

*  him  from  being  a  party  in  the  prefent  difputes.' 

Sir  G.  Savile^  on  the  fame  fide  of  the  quellion,  gj^c^^  ^^ 
faid,  '  the  Koufe  of  Commons  had  betrayed  ihf^ite, 
'  rights   of  the   people.'    Sir   Alexander  Gilmour  ^.^^  ^  ^.^^^ 
called  him  to  order.     General  Conway  faid,  '  thew^«r.' 

*  words  were  reprehenfible.     That  it  was  infultins^^'^  ^'"' 

*  Parliament ;  and  that  members  had  been  fent  to 

*  the  Tower  for  fuch  words ;  but  as  he  believed 

*  they  were  fpoke  in  anger,  he  only  fhould  wifli 

*  that  for  the  future  the  gentleman  would,  be  more 


cautious.' 


Sir  George  Savik   replied,  '  he  had  not  fpoke  in 

*  anger.     That  he  had  never  ufed  any  other  words 

*  when  he  mentioned  the  proceedings  of  the  Houfe 

*  upon  the  Middle/ex  election  ;  and  that  he  would 

*  always  ufe  the  fame  words,  whenever  the  farfl^ 

*  queftion  was  in  agitation.' 

Mr.  Serjeant  Glynn  defended  the  words  exceed-  ^^^  ^. 
ingly  well.  He  obferved,  '  that  they  were  the  only  ciynn, 
'  words  in  our  language  proper  to  exprefs  the  idea 

*  of  the  thing  ;  that  if  fpoken  of  a  thing  that  did 

*  not  exift,  no  one  would  be  more  ready  to  vin- 

VoL.  VIII.  N  *  dicate 


Bu'ke. 
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«  dicate  the  honour  of  Parliament,  in  calling  to  ac- 
«  count  the  member  who  fpoke  them  •,  but  if  they 

*  were  founded  on  truths  it  could  not  be  the  votes 
'  of  a  majority  which  could  make  them  culpable^ 
'  He  thenobferved  a  good  deal  on  what  had  been 
^  faid  the  day  before  by  a  member  (Mr.  ^.  Be  Grey\ 
<  brother  to  tiie  Attorney-General,  who  abufed  the 

*  petitioners  in  general,  calling  them  hafe-hom  me- 
^  cbamcs— mere    rabble— not   fit   to   petition  the 

*  throne)  that  he  was  forry  to  find  fome  gentlemen 

*  fuppofed  there  was  one  law  for  gentlemen,  ano- 
'  ther  for  their  inferiors.  That  the  law  knew  no- 
'  thing  of  gentlemen  ;  that  we  whoreprefented,  were 
^  chofen  by,  derived  our  powers  from  thofe  I?afe^- 
^  hrn  men  ;  and  that  their  privileges  ought  to  be 
^  the  care  of  the  Houfe,  for  on  them  depended  our 
5  own— our  conftitution.' 

Mr.-EJmurd  Mr.  Edmiind  Burke,  likewife,  with  great  fpirit^ 
defended  Sir  George  Samle,  and  called  upon  the 
.miniftry  to  puniOi  Sir  G^d?r^^  if  the  accufation  was 
falfe,  and  faid,  ^  that  if  a  falfe  and  unjufl  charge 
'  had  been  made,  the  gentleman  who  m.ade  it  ought 
'  to  be  fent  to  the  Tov^^er  *,  but  added,  that  the 

*  miniflers  were  confcious  of  the  truth  of  the  alTer- 
'  tion,  and  therefore  in  a  tame  and  cowardly  man- 
'  ner  crouched  under  it.     He  faid,  the  people  ab- 

*  horred  the  prefent  miniftry,  and  allied  the 
*•  Speaker,  if  the  chair, did  not  tremble  under  him.' 

Towards  the  conclufion  of  the  debate,  Sir  George 
SavilefSiOO^  up  again,  and  declared,,  ^that  he  was 

*  as  cool  as  before,  more  fo  he  eould  not  be  ;  and 
^  added,  bring  me  totheteft,,  and  I  the  matter 
'  will  reword,  which  madnefs  would  gambol  from; 

*  therefore,  ftanding  up  in  my  place,  as  member 
'  for  the  County    of  Tork,    I  do  declare,    that 

*  THIS     HOUSE  OF    COMMONS     HAS     BETRAYED    THE 

*  RIGHTS  OF  THE  NATION.' 

No  notice  was  taken  of  the  words. 

Mr. 
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Mr.  C.  Fox^  on   the  other  fide,  obferved,  «  thatMr.  c.Fo*. 
^  the  licence  gentlemen  had  taken  in  their  language 

*  yefterday  and  to-day,  feemed  as  if  the  old  decent 
'  freedom  of  debate  was  at  an  end,  and  they  were 

*  endeavouring  to  eftablifh  new  forms.     That  the 

*  expreilion  in  the  addrefs   did  not   allude  to  any 
'  particular  meafure  of  Parliament,  nor  to  every 

*  meafure,  as  no  one   could   fuppofe  his  Majefty 

*  approved  of  every  refolution  taken  by  theHoufe, 

*  but  only  of  the  general  tenor  of  their  adions.' 

Mr.  Burke^  in  anfwer,  faid,    '  that  it   was   not 

*  what  we  meant,  but  how  the  people  without  doors 

*  v/ould  take    it;  however,  he  was  very  glad    to 

*  hear  that  the  Houle  means  nothing  by  their  ad- 
*drefs.' 

The  addrefs  carried.     No  divifion. 

Jan.  II.     The  addrefs  carried  to  the  King. 

Moft  Gracious  Sovereign, 

*  We,  your  Majedy's  moft  dutiful  and  loyal  fub- 

*  je6ls,  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain   in  Parlia- 
'  ment  afiembled,  beg  leave  to  return  your  Maje- 

*  fty  our  humble  thanks  for   your  moil  gracious 
'  fpeech  from  the  throne. 

'  We  cannot  but  look  upon  it  as  a  very  ferious 
'  misfortune,  that,  notv/ithftanding  every  precau- 

*  tion  which  could  be  ufed  for  preventing  the  com- 

*  munication  of  the   infedious  diforder  among  the 

*  horhed  cattle  from   foreign  parts,  that  moft  a- 

*  larming  diftemper   appears  to  have  again  broke 

*  out  in  fome  parts  of  the  kingdom  :  At  the  fame 

*  time,  we  are  truly  fenfible  of  your  Majefty's  pa- 

*  ternal  care  and  vigilance  for  the  fecurity  of  your 

*  people,  in  having  given  the  earlieft  diredlions  for 

*  every  meafure  to  be  purfued,  that  might  be  moft 

*  likely  to   give  an  immediate  check  to   the  firft 
'  fpreading  of  the  infe6lion  ;  and  we  will   not  fail 

*  to  take  this  moft  important  matter  into  our  im- 

*  mediate  confideration  ;  and  to  make  fuch  provi- 

N  2  '  fions 
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'  fions  ^s  fhall  appear  beft  calculated  to  carry  into 

*  efFedual  and  complete  execution  your  Majefty's 
'  falutary  intentions  •,  and  thereby,  as   far   as  by 

*  human  means  can   be  accompliflied,  to  guard  a- 

*  gainft  the  danger  of  fo  great  a- calamity  becoming. 


general 

4 


Your  faithful  commons  have  too  juft  a  ienfe  of 
the  blelTings  of  peace,,  and  feel  with  your  Maje- 
ity  too  tender  a  concern  for  the  eafe  of  their  fel- 
low fubjecls,  not  to  rejoice  at  the  profpedt  which, 
the  afllirances  given  by  the  other  great  powers  of 
Europe  afford   to  your  Majefty,  that  the  prefent 
difturbances  will  not  extend  to  any   part  where 
thje  fecurity,  honour,  or  interefl:   of  this    nation, 
may  make  it   necelTary  for  your  Majefty  to  be- 
come a  party.     We  have  the  fuUeft  confidence 
that  your  Majefty  will  never  be  unmindful   of 
thofe  important  objeds  -,    and  we  obferve,  with 
great  fatisfaction,  your  Majefty's  wife  attention  to 
the  general  interefts   of  Europe^  in   your  deter- 
mination not  to  acknowledge  any  claims  of  any 
of  the  other  powers  of  Europe^  contrary   to   the 
limitations  of  the  late  treaties  of  peace. 
*•  We  fincerely  lament,  that  your  Majefty's  en- 
deavours to  bring  back  your  fubjedls  in  y^wmr^ 
to  a  juft  fenfe  of  their  duty  have  hitherto  proved 
fo  fuccefsful.     The  ftate   of  your  Majefty's    go- 
vernment there  does    undoubtedly  well  deferve 
the  ferious  attention  of  Parliament;  and  no  en^, 
deavours  ftiall  be  wanting  on  our  part,-  to  make 
effectual    provifions   againft    the    unwarrantable 
meafures  carried  on   in  fome  of  your  Majefty's 
colonies,  which  are  fo  irreconcileable   to  every 
principle  of  commercial  fubferviency  to  the  in- 
tereft  of  the  mother  country  that  ought  to  prevail 
in  colonies,  and  which,  by  attempting  to  fubjed: 
the  higheft  legal  authority  to  the  controul  of  in- 
d  viduals,  tend  to  fubverx  the  foundation  of  all 
government. 

5  *  Your 
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*  Your  Majefly  may  be  affured  that  we  will,  wnh 

*  the  utmoll  chearfulnefs  and  difpatch,  grant  the 

*  neceffary  fuppliesfor  tbefervice  of  the  current  year. 

*  We  acknowledge  with  the  warmed  gratitude, 

*  that  the  welfare  of  thefe  kingdoms  has  been  the 

*  conflant  objedl  of  your  Majeily's  wifees,  and  the 

*  unvaried  rule  of  your  adions.     Permit  us.  Sir,  at 

*  the  fame  time,  to  offer  to  your  Majefty  our  mod 
'  dutiful  thanks,  for  the  favourable  opinion  which 

*  your  Majefty  is  pleafed  to  entertain  of  thie^ondudt 

*  of  your  Parliament;  and  to  alTureyour  Majefty, 

*  that  we  will  fteadily  perfevere  in   fuch  principles 

*  as  are  moft  agreeable  to  the  true  fpirit  of  this  free 

*  conftitution,  and  invariably  purfue  fuch  meafures 

*  as  are  moll  conducive  to  the  real  happinefs  of  the 
^  people. 

'  Earneftly  defirous  of  juftifying  to  all  the  world 

*  your  Majefty's  gracious  declaration  of  your  con- 

*  fidence  in  us,  we  will  make  it  our  ftudy  to  avoid 

*  all  heats  and   animofities,  and  to  -cultivate  that 

*  harmony  amongft  ourfelves,  which,  we  are  truly 

*  fenfible,  is  at  this  time  peculiarly  necelTary,  to 
'  give  weight  to  our  deliberations,  to  eftablilli  the 

*  profperity,  and  to  maintain  in  its  true  luftre,  the 

*  reputation  of  this  country. 

*  And  while  we  on  our  part  are  faithfully  execn- 

*  ting  the  truft  repofed  in  us,  by  endeavouring  to 

*  the  utmoft  of  our  power  to  prom.ote  thefe  good 
?  ends,  we  truft  that  all  who  live  under  this  happy 

*  conftitution  will  be  convinced  how  indifpenfably 

*  it  is  their  duty  to  pay  that  obedience  to  the  laws, 

*  and  juft  reverenceto  lawful  authority,  by  which 

*  alone  their  own  rights  can  be  preferved,  and  the 

*  diftinguifhed  blefTings  which  they  enjoy  above  all 
*.  other  nations  be  rendered  fecure  and  permanent/ 

The  KING'S  Anfwer. 

Gentkmeny 

*  1  return  you  my  ftncere  thanks,  for  your  loyal 

*  and  dutiful  addrefs.     I  fc€  vv^ith  great  pleafure, 

N  3  *  the 
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*  the  continuance  of  that   zeal  and  public   fpirit, 

*  which  I  have  always  experienced   from  my  faith- 

*  ful  commons,  in  the  affurance  you  give    me  of 

*  paying  an  early  attention  to  the  important  objecfts 

*  recommended  to  your  confideratton.     My  inter- 

*  efts  and  thofe  of  my   people  muft  ever  be  the 

*  fame  -,  and,  in  purfuing  fuch  meafures  as  are  moft 

*  conducive  to  their   real  happinefs,  you  will  give 

*  to  me  the  trueft  and  moil  acceptable  teftimony 

*  of  your  attachment  to  my  perfon  and  govern- 

*  ment.' 

Jan.  12.  It  was  intended  'the.Houfe  fhould  re- 
folve  itfelf  into  a  committee  on  the  bill  for  prohi- 
biting the  exportation  of  corn,  but  the  Ipeaker  falling 
into  a  fainting  lit,  the  houfe  adjourned  to  Monday, 
15.  The  Hcufe  reiblved  itfelf  into  a  committee 
on  the  exportation  of  corn,  and  the  extradion  of 
fpiritsfrom  wheat. 
Mr.  C6o}tr,  Mr.  Cooper  m.oved,  that  the  laft  year's  bill  fhould 
be  continued ;  obferving,  '  that  at  prefent  it  was 
'  not  poffible  to  determine  the  quantity  of  corn  in 
^  the  kingdom  •,  that  it  was  an  affair  of  great  con- 

*  fequence  to  the  trade  of  this  nation  ;  that  therefore 

*  when  a  bill  was  brought  in,  he  fbould  move  for  a 

*  claufe  that  parliament,  in  this  fefTions,  might  re-* 

*  vife  their  own  aft,  and  make  any  alterations  which 

*  circumftances    might   afterwards  appear    to    re-s 

*  quire.'  The  motion  was  agreed  to  without  op- 
pofition  •,  and  on  the  report-— a  bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in. 

s\r  Richard      16.     Sir  Ri.bf2r4  Bamfylde  (aid,  '  he  had  received 

Samfyide.    «  infii  udlions  from  his  conftituents  in   refpe6t  to  ^> 

'  complaint  made   by  Dr.  Mufgrave,  who,  in   an^ 

*  addrefs  to  the  public,  had  arraigned  the  condudt 
'  of  fome  of  his  Majefty's    minifters.     That  as  ta 

*  himfelf,  he   knew   nothing  about   circumftances 

*  and  evidence,  which    the  Dodor   could    bring-, 

*  but  that  if  there  was  any  truth  in  the  accufation^ 

*  it  was  incumbent  on   that  Houfe  tq  bring  it  to 

Might, 
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*  light,  and    impeach  the  guilty.     If  on  the  con- 

*  trary,  the  Doctor  could  make  out  no  evidence  to 
^  fupport  his  charge,  the  Houfe  would  determine 

*  what  was  proper  to  be  done  with  him.     He  there- 

*  fore  moved  that  a  day   (Friday  fortnight)  lliould 

*  be  appointed  for  the  Do6tor  to  appear  at  the 
'  bar  of  the  Houfe,  then  and  there  to  make  out  his 

*  complaint.' 

Mr.  P^j'^^r  feconded  the  motion,  as  inftrudled  pvir.  Pdr^e^, 
by  his  conftituents  for  the  fame  purpofe. 

Sir  G.  Ofiorne  faid,  '  that,  as  a  relation  to  one  of  sir  g,  of 
'  the  noble  lords  named   in   the  Doftor's  addrefs^*'"^* 

*  (viz.  LjOrd  Halif<3x) — he  \vas  defired  by  him  to 
'  mention  his  willingnefs  and  defire    that  the  en- 

*  quiry  might  be  made  as  foon  as  the  Houfe  could, 

*  conveniently  for  themfelves,  agree  to   it.     That 

*  he  (Lord  Halifax)  wpuld  have  brought  it  on  in 
^  the  Lord's  Houfe,  had  not  it  been  for  the  early 
'  probability  of  its  being  brought  on  jn  the  Houfe 

*  of  Commons.' 

Lord  Norlh  fpoke.to  the  fame  purpofe  5  and  tht'^i' North, 
motion  was  agreed  to  v/ithout  oppofition. 

A  meffenger  fent  to  give  Dr.  Mufgrave' noticQ. 

Mr.  Pownall  gave  notice,  '  that  on  ^hurfday  Mr.  Vou^^ 
^  fe'nnight  he  fhould  make   a  motion  to  repeal  the Z"*'^' 

*  ^;zfnV<^^  revenue  adls.  That  he  formerly  thought 
^  they  might  be  repealed,  on  comm.ercial  principles, 

*  but  v/as  forry  to  fey,  that  it  mud  be  nov/  through 
'  ablblute  necedity.     That  he  had  bee'n   applied  to 

*  by  feveral  merchants,  who  had  large  orders  from 
:*  America^  conditionally  on  thofe  adls  being  re- 
^  pealed,  who  deQred  to  know  what  was  likely  to 
'  be  done  by  Parliament,  as  their  lofs  and  expence 

*  were  encreafed  greatly  by  delay.' 

17.  The  fpeaker  ill:  the  Houfe  adjourned   t© 
Monday  next. 

22.  Lord  'Barringtcn    acquainted    the    Houfe, ^'d-^'^m«^- 
that  the  fpeaker  had  refigned,  and  the  King  had^'"* 
•direded   the  Houfe  to  proceed  to  a  new  choice.' 
N  4   -  Lord 
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Lord  North  moved,  to  chufe  Sir  Fletcher  Norton^ 
and  was  feconded  by  Mr.  Righy.  They  both  de» 
(canted  on  the  merits  of  the  lad  fpeaker,  and  men- 
tioned thofe  of  Sir  Fletcher^  as  proper  to  fill  that 
important  office.  Lord  John  Cavendifi  propofed 
Mr.  ^ownjhendy  and  was  feconded  by  Mr,  Morir 
tagu,  and  fupported  by  Lord  George  Sackville. 
The  merits  of  the  firftfeemedto  turn  on  his  being 
^  good  lawyer  y  having  a  ftrength  of  body  and  mind 
equal  to  any  man  •,  of  the  Tatter,  on  not  being  % 
Lawyer,  on  his  knowledge  of  .the  forms  of  the. 
Houfe,  and  being  of  a  very  noted  Whig  family. 
The  numbers  for  Sir  Fletcher  were  237,  againft 
him,  121. 

Jan.  23.     Sir  Fletcher  Norton   approved  of  as 

Speaker. 

Mr.  Dflw-      Mr.  Dowdefwell  moved,  that  the  Houfe  {hould 

^S"^^^^'      refolve  itfelf  into  a  committee  on  Thurfdajy  to  take 

into  confideration  the   {late  of  the  nation ,  which 

was  agreed  to  without  oppoficion. 

Jan.  24.  The  bufinefs  of  the  day  v/as  to  re- 
folve into  a  committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  to  vote 
the  army.  Mr.  Serjeant  Glynn,  ana  feveral  gentle- 
men of  the  minority,  oppofed  this  on  the  old  con- 
flitutional  ground,  that  grievances  (hould  be  re-. 
dreffed  before  the  fupplies  were  granted.  It  was, 
anfwereJ,  that  fince  the  Revolution,  by  giving  the 
King  his  Civil  Lift  for  life.  Parliament  had  almoft 
put  an  end  to  that  mode,  as  the  fupplies  now  given, 
annually  by  Parliament  were  for  the  fervice  of  the 
nation  ;  and  that  deiaying  to  vote  them  might  hurt 
the  public  and  not  diftrefs  the  Throne.  To  thi^ 
it  was  replied,  that  if  this  do6lrine  was  the  con- 
fequence  of  the  Revoluuon,  that  we  had  paid  toQ 
dear  for  the  bleffing;  but  that  a  delay  of  granting 
the  fupplies  would  ftill  have  the  fame  effeS  as  fotT 
mcrly.  That  before  the  Revolution  the  Crown, 
had  large  landed  pofTcfrions,  which  made  fupplies. 
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not  neceffary  but  on  emergent  occafions,  as  wars. 

During  the  courfe  of  this  debate,  the  Speaker 
prevented  tv/o  gentlemen,  one  on  each  fide  the 
Houfe,  from  entering  into  frefli  matter  during  an 
explanation.  The  minority  looked  upon  it,  from 
the  manner  in  v/hich  it  was  done,  as  a  partial  ex- 
tenQon  of  the  power  of  the  Speaker  over  the  Houfe  ; 
who  was  alTo  accufed  of  not  calling  a  gentleman  to 
order,  who  had  improperly  ufed  the  name  of  the 
Ki^g  in  debate.  A  good  deal  of  altercation  en- 
fued ;  the  fpeaker  received  fome  abufe.  He  ex- 
plained thofe  two  points  of  order  :  they  are,  '  that 

*  no  gentleman  may  fpeak  twice  in  the  Houfe  on 
^  one  debate  ;  and,  if  he  explains  himfelf,  muft  not 
^  run  into    frelh   arguments:  the  other,  that   the 

*  name  of  the  King  mull  never  be  ufed  but  on  ne- 
^  cefllty,  and  never  to  influence  debates.' 

Lord  Barringtcrt  then  (in  the  Committee)  entered  ^d.  Bar, 
into  the  ilate  cf  the  army,     fie  obferved  '  we  had''^"^'''"^ 
^  three  different  cilahlirhments,  viz.  the  Brilijh  re- 
^  gimentG  of  500  men  each,  the  regiments  in^me- 

*  rica  of  529  rnen,  and  the  regiments  in  Ireland 
■  of  329  men.     That  on  fhe  reliefs  of  any  fervice, 

*  viz.  regiments  from  Ireland  to  Arderica^  the  re- 
'  giments  were  obliged  to  be  tilled  up  by  draughts 
'  from  other  corps,  which  was  attended  with  much 

*  expenceand  inconvenience  to  the  fervice;    it  was 

*  therefore  propofed  to  reduce  the  whole  army  to  the 
^  fame  number,  viz.  42  m^nper  company :  this  would 

*  occafion  a  fmall  encreafe  of  the  army  in  Britain^ 
*•■  viz.  500  men,  but  the  expences  of  this  augmen- 
'  tation,  on  the  whole,  would  not  amount  to  more 

*  than  1600  1,     That  for  the  future,  fliips  fhould 

*  he  taken  up  which  would  tranfport  four  regiments 

*  from  England  to  Ireland^  which  fhips  Ihould  then 
^.  tcke  up  four /r//^  regiments,  and  carry  them  to 
S  America^  and  from  thence  bring  four  regiments  to 
y  £.7igland*     This  feemed   a  very  good  plan,  and 

little 
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little  oppofition  was  made.  A  fmall  difference  en- 
fued  between  Colonel  Barre  and  Mr.  Onflow^  on 
the  fubjed  of  Gf^f,W/^r;  the  firft  hinting  it  might 
be  furprifed  by  the  Spaniards^  and  that  it  was  of 
the  utmoil  confequence  to  guard  it  well:  the  lat- 
ter denied  the  polTibility  of  taking  it;  and  faid, 
if  they  did^  the  expence  to  England  of  keeping  it, 
and  its  little  confequence  to  ns,  would  rather  make 
fuch  an  event  defirable  than  otherwife.  There 
was  no  divifion,  and  the  troops  were  voted. 

Jan,  25.    A  Committee  on  the  ilate  of  the  na- 
tion. 
mx.  B01V.     Mr.  Bowdefwell  begun,  by  obferving  ''  that  it 
j-^j^^eu.      t  ^^g  always  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  take  into 
'  coniideration  any  grievances  or  difcontents  of  the 

*  people.     That  the  prefent  unhappy  fituation  of 

*  affairs  loudly  called  for  the  exercifeof  that  duty^ 
^  thatit  could  not  be  denied  but  that  there  were 

*  fuch  difcontents  in  all  parts  of  his  Majeity's  dor 

*  minibns,  Britain^  Ireland,  the  Eaji  2iX\diWeft  In- 

*  dies^  North  America^  and  even  the  little  Illand  of 

*  Jerfey,  That  the  caufes  of  the  difcontents  were 
''  many  and  grievous,  each  of  which  demanded  a 
^  long  enquiry  ;  but  that,  for  the  prefent,  he  fliould 
'^  only  enter  into  that  which  more  particularly  con- 
"  cerned  Britain^  viz.    the  determination   on    the 

*  Middlefex  eledion.      To    give    therefore    fome 

*  hopes  to  the  people  that  they  lliould  find   fome 

*  redrefs,  which  the  exorbitant  aiTumed  power  of 

*  the  Houfe  of  Commons  fo  loudly  called  for ;  and 

*  to  (n  that  power  of  the  Houfe  on  legal  grounds; 
'  he  therefore  fhould  move,  "  That  the  Houfe  of 
**' Commons,  in  judging  of  elections,  ought  to  be 
■**  regulated  by  the  laws  of  the  land,  and  the  known 
*•  and  cftablifhed  law  and  cudom  of  Parliament^ 
*'  which  make  a  part  thereof." 

*  If  this  was  afiented  to  by    the  Floufe   (which 

*  being  fo   glaring   a  truth,    he   thought  no  one 

*  would  attempt,  to  contradidl)   he  fhould  follow 

*  this 
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*  this  motion  by  a  firing  of  orhers,  which  would 

*  tend  to  redrefs  the  mifchiefs  of  the  Middlefex  ^ 

*  ekaion.' 

The  Miniilry  at  firft)  did  not  deny  the  truth  of 
the  motion  •,  but  oblerved,  that  it  would  be  fair  if 
that  firing  of  refolutions  was  laid  before  the  Houfe, 
that  they  might  determine  on  the  whole  together. 
That  the  motion  containing  an  indifputable  truth^ 
ought,  before  agreed  to,  to  be  ibewn  that  it  had 
been,  violated ;  that  a  declaration  of  that  kind  was 
unnecefTary  if  it  had  been  violated  \  and  therefore 
they  could  not  agree  to  the  refolution,  in  its  then 
form,  unlefs  explained  by  fome  fubfequent  words. 
That  they  were  reduced  by  the  motion  to  a  difa- 
greeable  dilemma;  if  they  agreed  to  it,  but  dif- 
agreed  to  the  fubfequent  motions,  it  would  feeni 
to  the  world  an  acknowledgement  that  they  had 
not  aded  up  to  thefe  rules,  in  the  determination 
on  the  Middlefex  eiedlion.  If,  on  the  contrary, 
thev  difao-reed  to  the  motion,  it  would  be  held  out 
to  the  world,  that  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  not 
acknowledging  that  they  were  bound  by  law,  and 
the  ufage  of  Parliament,  would  be  a  Court  of  Ju- 
dicature, guided  only  by  their  own  caprice. 

Others  of  the  Miniilry  began  to  doubt  the  truth 
of  the  propofition  ;  as  they  faid  new  cafes  might 
arife,  wherein  their  judgements  mufl  not  be  guided 
by  either  law  or  the  ufage  of  Parliament,  but  only 
by  their  diredlion  -,  from  v/hich  adjudications  this- 
refolution  would  preclude  them.  This,  however, 
was  not  much  inCiftcd  on. 

Lord  l^oTth  however,  to  remedy  the  firfl  incon-Ld.  mth^ 
veniences  of  the  motion,  moved  for  an  amend- 
ment to  be  tacked  to  it  \  "  And  that  the  judg- 
"  ment  of  this  Houfe,  on  the  Middlefex  election, 
"  is  conformable  to  law  and  ufage  of  Parlia- 
^'  nlent." 

The  debate  then  began  on  that  decifion  ;  the 
J^iniilry  fupportcd  it  from  the  arguments  of  lafl 

year. 
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^rear,  adding  very  few  new  ones.  But  a  good 
deal  of  incanfifiency  appeared  in  the  arguments  of 
different  Members  upon  it ;  fome  aflerting  that  in- 
capacity v;as  a  xiatural  confeq-ueece  of  expulfion  5 
others,  as  Mr.  Righy^  denied  this,  but  faid  that  the 
Houfe  had  a  power  to  incapacitate  ;  fome  proved 
that  the  Houfe  had  incapacitated  at  different  times; 
fome  for  that  Parliament;  others,  for  ever,  (This 
proved  a  good  deal  too  much,  as  it  naw  was  clearly, 
the  dodrine  of  Parliament,  that  a  refolution  of  the 
Houfe  can  laft  no  longer  than  the  Houfe  which 
fnakes  it.) 

The  Opposition  ufed  alfo  the  arguments  of  laft 
year,  agamll  the  expulfion,  viz.  that  it  was  afTum- 
ing  to  themfelves  a  legifiatrve  capacity,  which  was 
not  in  them,  independent  of  King  and  Lords,. 
That  incapacity  cou.ld^Qt  follow  expulfion,  as  the 
ieiTer  fentence  could  not  draw  after  i:t  a  greater. 
That  the  adjudications  of  the  Houfe  were  only  de- 
claratory of  the  laws,  as  appeared  in  every  refolu- 
tion \  for  indance,  the  Houfe  of  Commons  has 
formerly  refolved  that  paupers  cannot  vote  for 
members  of  Parliament.  This  is  dearly  founded 
on  law  and  reafon  ;  for  as,  in  former  times.  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  were  paid  for  their  attendance, 
it  would  be  extremely  unjufl  on  thofe  who  were 
to  pay  the  wages,  if  thofe,  who  did  not  pay  any 
thing  towards  them,  fhould  hav<e  a  vote  to  chufe 
them. 

As  to  joining  the  amendment  to  the  original 
queilion :  that  as  it  contained  a  propofition  of  a 
very  different  nature  from  it,  the  cuftom  of  the 
Houfe  had  always  determined,  that  any  Member 
might  infiil  on  the  two  proportions  being  divid- 
ed. That  if  not  divided,  thofe  in  the  Houfe, 
who  looked  on  the  incapacity  as  illegal,  were  de-f 
prived  of  their  right  in  voting  for  the  original  quef- 
tion.  That  if  the  fyflem  prevailed,  of  joining  a 
propofition  of  a  different  nature  Co  one  made  by 
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he  minority,  no  queftion  could  ever  be  put  to 
them,  which  could  not  be  defeated  :  For  inilance 
the  queftion  might  be,  "  The  power  of 
"  Lcgiflation  is  not  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons' 
•'  alone."  This  is  an  abfolute  truth-,  but  the  Mi- 
niftry,  to  avoid  it,  might  add,  ''and  the  Houfe 
''  of  Commons  have  a  right  to  tax  Ireland."  The 
whole  Houfe  would  aflfent  to  the  Erft  part ;  but  if 
added  to  the  fecond,  the  Minority  muft  afTent  to 
that  too,  or  diflent  to  the  former  -,  neither  of  whicb 
they  can  do.  However,  as  Mr.  Rigl^y  obferved,  a 
majority,  as  well  as  a  file  of  mufqueteers,  might 
force  the  minority  to  agree  to  it. 

The  Miniftry,  in  anfwer  to  this,  faid,  that  if  a 
Member  made  an  original  motion,,  confiding  of 
two  diftindl  parts,  any  Member  might  infift  on  its 
being  divided ;  but  that,  if  one  part  was  propof- 
ed  at  firft,  and  the  fecond  added  by  way  of  amend- 
ment by  the  Houfe,  that  it  then  became  infeparable. 
The  anfwer  to  this  was  obvious ;  if  it   was  an: 
abfurdity,  if  propofed  by  one  Member,  it  was  no 
lefs  an  abfurdity,  though  agreed  to  by  a  majority. 
On  this  point,  as  the  Miniftry  had  fuch  powers 
they    would    not   recede;    the    Minority    declar- 
ed they  would  not  vote  at  all,  if  the  amendment 
was  joined  to  the  queftion. 

The  queftion  was  then  put  to  agree  to  the  a- 
mendment;  ayes  224,  noes  182. 

Th,e  queftion  was  then  put  on  the  whole  quef- 
tion, but  the  Minority  got  up  and  left  the  Houfe j 
fo  it  was  carried  unanimou/ly. 

This,  on  the  whole,  was  an  excellent  debate; 
many  fine  fpeeches,  and  great  coolnefs.  • 

Lord  North  fpoke  long,  but  npt  well.  General 
Conway^  Sir  G.  Elliot^  and  the  Attorney-Generaly 
on  the  part  of  the  Miniilry,  with  others  of  lefs 
note.  In  the  oppofition,  Mr.  Grenvilk,  Serjeant 
Glynn,  and  Mr.  fVedderhurn,  fpoke  inimitably  well; 
Sir  G.  Savile^  with  humour,  expofed  fome  abfur- 
dities  very  well;  many  others  fpoke  too  on  that 
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fide  very  well.     In  iliart,  the  queftions  were  fuch 
as  gave  very  great  advantages  to  the  Minority. 


The  following  is  a  lift 

Abdy,  Sir  A. 
Allanfon,  Charles 
Allen,  B. 
Aftley,  Sir  Edw. 
Aubrey,  J. 
Barre,  Col. 
Barrow,  Cha. 
Beauclerk,  Aubrey 
Belafyfe,  Lord 
Bertie,  P. 
Bethell,  Hugh 
Blacker,  Sir  Walter 
Blacker,  Sir  Edw. 
Bridgman,  Sir  H. 
Brett,  Sir  Piercy 
Brickdale,  M. 
Buller,  J.  jun. 
Burke,  E. 
Burke,  W. 
Byng,  G. 
Calcraft,  J. 
Calcrafr,  T. 
Calvert,  N. 
Carnac,  J. 

Cavendifh,  Lord  Geo. 
Cavendifh,  Lord  Fred. 
Cavendifh,  Lord  John 
Cavendifh,  H. 
Chomley,  N. 
Clarke,  G.  P. 
Clavering,  Sir  Thomas 
Clayton,  Sir  Robert 
Clive,  Lord 
Clive,  Geo. 
Codrington,  Sir  W. 


of  the  Minority  this  Day, 

Colebrooke,  Sir  Geo. 
Cornwall,  Ch.  W. 
Coventry,  Tho. 
Coxe,  R.  H. 
Croiby,  Brafs 
Damer,  J,  jun. 
Darner,  Geo. 
Davers,  Sir  Cha. 
Dawkins,  H. 
Dempfter  Geo* 
Delaval,  Geo. 
Donegal,  Earl  of 
Dowdefwell,  W. 
Drake,  W. 
Drake,  W.  jun. 
Dummer,  T. 
Dunning,  J. 
Featherftonhough,SirM 
Fife,  Earl  of 
Finch,  S. 
Fitzmaurice,  T. 
Fletcher,  Sir  Rob.    _ 
Fletcher,  H. 
Foley,  T.  fen. 
Frankland,  Sir  Tho. 
Frankland,  W. 
Freeman,  T. 
Fuller,  Rich. 
Garth,  Cha. 
Glynn,  Serjeant 
Goddard,  W. 
Granby,  Marquis  of 
Graves,  W, 
Gregory,  R. 
Grenville,  George 

Grenviile, 
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Grenville,  Henry 
Griffin,  Sir  John 
Grofvenor,  T. 
Grove,  W.  C. 
Hamhden,  Tho. 
Hanbury,  J. 
Hamilton,  W.  G» 
Harbord,  H. 
Hay,  Tho. 
Herbert,  Rob» 
Hobart,  G. 
Hope,  J. 
Honey wpod.  Gen. 
Hotham,  B. 
Howard,  Gen. 
Howard,  Tho* 
Hunt,  G. 
HufTey,  W. 
Jennings,  Philip 
Irwin,  Gen. 
Johnflon,  Geo. 
Keck,  A. 
Keppel,  Admiral 
Keppell,  Gen. 
Ladbroke,  Sir  R. 
Lambton,  Gen. 
Lafcelles,  Edwin 
Lafcelles,  Daniel 
Lafcelles,  Edward 
LegH,  P. 
Lethieulier,  B, 
Ludlow,  Earl 
Luther,  J. 
Mackworth,  Herbert 
Manners,  John 
Manners,  Geo. 
Martin,  Jof. 
Malham,  C. 
Maugier^  J, 
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Mawbey,  Sir  J. 
Meredith,  Sir  W. 
Milles,  R. 
Mollyneux,  T.  M. 
Montague,  Fr. 
Murray,  Ja. 
Mulgrave,  G^ 
Norris,  J. 
Ofbaldi'llon,  F,. 
Page,  Fr. 
Parker,  J. 
Pennant,  R. 
Percy,  Earl 
Phipps,  Capt. 
Pitt,  T. 
Plumer,  W. 
Plumptree,  J. 
Popham,  Edw» 
Poulett,  Geo. 
Pownall,  Tha. 
Pratt,  R. 
Pryce,  Chace 
Pultney,  W. 
Ridley,  Sir  M. 
Ridley,  M. 
Roufe,  Sir  John 
Rufhout,  J. 
Savile,  Sir  Geo. 
St.  Aubyn,  Sir  J. 
St.  Leger^  A. 
Salt,  S. 

Sackville,  Lord  Geo^ 
Saunders,  Sir  C. 
Sawbridge,  J. 
Scawen,  J. 
Scroope,  T. 
Scudamore,  J. 
Seymour,  H. 
Skipwith,  J. 

Standert, 
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Standert,  F.  Walfingham,  B* 

Southwell,  Edw.  Walter,  J. 

Stepney,  J.  Weddell,  W. 

Stra^chey,  H.  Wenman,  Lord 

Stuart,  H.  Wedderburn,  A. 

Sutton,  Lord  Geo.  Weft,  J. 

Sutton,  Richard  Whately,  T. 

Taylor,  Paris  Whitworth,  R. 

Tempefl,  J.  Willoughby,  T. 

Thomond,  Lord  Winnington,  Sir  Edwc 

Thompfon,  B.  Worge,  R. 

Thoroton,  T.  Wray,  Sir  C. 

Townfend,  James  Yonge,  Sir  G, 
Trecothick,  B.  i8o 

Turner,  Chas.  Vincent,  Sir  Francis 

Verney,  Earl  Townfliend,  Rt.  H.  T. 
Vernon,  Ven.  182 

WaljQi,  J. 

Jan.  26.  Nothing  material.  The  bill  to  pre- 
vent the  exportation  of  corn  for  a  year,  fubjedt  to 
the  revifal  of  Parliament,  pafTed  this  day.  It  was 
hurried  through  the  Houfe  that  the  King  might 
pafs  it  on  the  29th,  on  which  day  the  old  ad 
expired. 

Jan,  29.  This  day  Dr.  Mufgrave  attended  ac- 
cording to  order.  He  was  called  in  and  afked  by 
the  Speaker:  '  Did  you  publifh  an  addrefs  to  the 
*  county  of  Devon,  previous  to  the  county  meet- 


ing.? 


A  debate  arifing,  he  Withdrew, 
Called  in  again.      Mr.  Speaker,    '  It  is  my  duty 

*  to  inform  you,  that  you  cannot  be  afked  any 

*  queftion  that  can  tend  to  accufe  yourfelf.     No 

*  improper  queftions  will  be  afked  you  ;    if  any 

*  fuch  (hould  be  attempted,  I  fliall  be  careful  to 

*  put  a   flop  to  them.     If  they  efcape  my  atten- 

*  tion,  you  v/ill  give  me  notice  of  them.' 

Dr.  Mufgrave.    '  Mr.  Speaker^  I  defire  no  fuch 

*  exemption.     I  will  anfwer  all  queftions. 

'Did 
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*  Did  you  publifh  an  addreis  to  the  gentlemen 

*  of  Devon  ? 

*  I  did,   in  the  Public  Advertifer;  that  is  the 

*  copy  I  acknowledge.     The  date  I  affixed  was 

*  the  1 2  th  of  Auguft  lad.     The   2d  of  Sep  timber 

*  laft  is  the  date  of  the  print. 

*  Can  you  fpeak  to  the  contents  of  that  addrefs? 

*  Yes.    it  was  an  addrefs   complaining  of  the 

*  condudl  of  Lord  Halifax^  in  refufing  to  examine 

*  a  witnefs  relating  to  a  charge  agamfl:  certain  great 

*  perfonSj  which  I  apprehended  it  was  his  duty 

*  to  do.* 

[Paper  fliewn  to  him  at  the  bar,  being  part 
of  the  St.  James\s  Chronide^  which  he 
looks  over,  and  fays,  he  believes  it  is  a. 
true  copy  of  that  publi(hed  by  him  in  the 
Public  AdvertifrJ] 

[Paper  brought  up  and  read,  being  his  ad** 
drefs  to  the  county  of  Devon,'] 

*  What  was  the  information  you  offered  to  give 
'  to  Lord  Halifax?  What  was  the  nature  of  it? 

*  J  delivered  it  to  Lord  Halifax  \n  writing. 

*  Have  you  a  copy  ? 

*  Yes.     This  is  a  true  copy  -,  I  examined  it  with 

*  that  delivered  to  Lord  Halifax^  and  it  has  been 

*  in  my  cuftody  ever  fince.     1   gave  the  original 

*  to  Lord  Halijax.     This  is  a  true  copy,  except, 

*  that  in  this  copy  there  is  a  blank  for  a  name, 

*  which  was  inferted  in  the  original. 

*  Is*that  a  true  copy,  excepting  the  blank? 

*  Yes,  it  is.     I  had  two  informants;  one  was 

*  mentioned  in  the  paper  I  delivered  to  Lord  Ha-  ' 

*  lifax,  the  other  was  not  mentioned  there  by  name. 

*  There  was  only  one  b'ank  in   the  original,  and 

*  that  was  for  the  name  of  an  Englijh  Lady.     One 

*  informer  was  there  named  •,  the  other  informer 

*  was  called  a  French  gentleman. 

*  Whether  Lord  Halifa^c  did  not  deliver  back 
^  the  paper  ? 

■Vol.  VIII.  O  tm 
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*  He  did  offer  it  to  me  at  the  Tecond  meeting. 

*  He  laid  1  might  have  it.  I  faid  I  never  wi^ii  cake 
'  it  back  again.' 

'  Did  you  not  take  it  away  ?'  ' 

'  I  did  not.     I  left  it  with  hin).' 

*■  Whether,  when  you   gave  the  paper  to  Lord 

*  Halifax^  you  knew  the  name  of  the  iccond  in- 
*..formcr  r' 

^^*  I  did.' 

[Paper  brought  up.]  He  faid,  before  it  was 
delivered  m,  '  1  did  not  deliver  thjs  to  Lord 
*  Halifax^  as  legal  evidence  againfl:  the  nobre 
^  Lords  mentioned  in  it  •,  I  never  conuclercd 
'  it  as  fuch.  This  is  a  copy  of  ttiat  I  deii- 
^^vered  to  Lord /iW?/i2:3(^.'] 
[Paper  read,  viz,] 
Karatlve  of  intelligence  received  at  Paris. 

1.  'The  firft  hint  I  had  of  the  Miniftry  having 
'  been  bribed   to  make  the  peace,  was  at  the  lat- 

*  Lcr  end  of  the  year  1763,  tor  Monfieur 

* in  .a  private  converfation  I   had 

*  with  that  gentleman.     The  peace  happening  to 
'  be  talked  of,  he  made  ule  of  this  exprcffion,  'Qn 
''  rroif  a  Paris,  que  -milord  Bute  a  eu  de  l' argent  pour 
"■  cela,    Tho'  the  u'ords  on  croit  v^'ere  pretty  ftrong, 
"  and  though  Monf.eur  .....  .'s  conne6i:ions  gave 

?  great  weight  to  them,  1  confidered  the  thing  as 
'  ai!  idle  rumour,  and  neither  puflied  the  converfa- 
'•(ioi)  further  at  that  time,  nor  uiade  any  enquirjr 
^  about  it  afterwards. 

2.  Mt  was  not  till  the  latter  end  of  Nov.  1764. 
'  that  I  began  to  think  the  ftory  more  worthy  atten- 
^  rion.     Being  at  that  time  in  company  with  three 

*  gentlemen,  an  Iripjman^  a  Scotchman^  and  a  French- 
*■  man^  a  difpute  arofe  about  the  peace.  The  Irtjh- 
*- men   andmyfelf  condemning.it,  ih^  Frenchman 

*  remaintd  filent,  and  the  Scotchman  alone  approv- 
'  '"g  it.  The  diTpute  did  not  laft  long  before  the 
^  Ir //.man  and  tie  Scctchnan  had  occafion   to  00 

't>  "■'       *  away, 
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*  away,  (o  that  there  remained  only  the  Frenchman 

*  and  myfelf  together.     Our  converfation  falling 

*  upon  the  fame  topic,  he  told  me  that  he  remem- 
^  bered  to  have  heard,  a  little  before  the   Duke  of 

*  Bedford's  negociation,  that  a  fum  of  money,  a- 

*  mounting  to  about  eight  millions  of  Jivres,  had 
'  been  fent  into  England  to  buy  a  peace;  that  the 
'  remittance  had  been  made  by  Monfieur  de  la 
'  Borde,  and  another  banker,  whofe  name  he  did 

*  not  knosv;  and    that  the  way  this  came  to  be 

*  known,  was  by  the  clerks  talking  of  it  among 
'  themfelves  after  dinner.  He  added,  that  being 
'  himfelf  in  company  with  feveral  gentlemen,  who 
'  were  giving  their  conjedu res,  whether  the  Peace 

*  v/ould  hold  or  no,  one  of  the  company  decided 

*  the  quell:ion,  by  faying,  Nous  aurons  la  paix  cer- 
'  tainement^  cur  nous  l*avons  achetee.  This  was  all 
'  I  heard  the  firil  interview. 

3.  *  I  communicated  this  account  the  next  morn- 

*  ing  to  a  Mr.  Stuart^  my  patient,  who  lived  in 
'  xht  Rue  de  a' Echelle^  with  a  ^It,  Maclean.  Mr. 
'  Maclean  was  then  gone  out,  but  upon  his  com- 
'  ing  in,  I  repeated  it  to  him.  It  occurred  to  me, 
'during  my  converfation  with  Mr.  Stuart^' 2iS  it 
*-  did  afterwards  to  Mr.  Maclean,  that  the  fad  of 
'  money  being  fent  over  rnight  be  true,  but  that 

*  the  deftinatpn  of  it  might  be  a  miftake:  that 
<  in  fhprt,  it  might  be  intended  for  no  other  pur- 

*  pole  than  to  buy  up  Englijh  (locks,  for  the  fake 
t  of  fellirg  them  foon  after  at  an  advanced  price. 

*  This  account  appeared   fo  natural,  that  I  v/ent 

*  home  in  (almoil)  a  full  perfuation  of  its  being 
'really  the  cafe. 

4.  '  The  fame  day,  or  the  day  after,  I  faw  the 
'  fame  Frenchman,,  my   informant,   again.     I  put 

'  this  objedion  to  him.    He  anfwered  readily,  no,  . 
«  that  was  not  the  cafe.     I  knew  very  well,  conti- 
'  nued  he,  ;hat  Monfieur  de  la  Borde  fent  over  a 
«  vexy  large  order  for  flocks,  by  the  Sardinian  am- 
O  2  *  balTador's 
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*  bafiador's  courier:    but  the  money   I  fpeak  of 
'  was  before  that  time,  and  at  leaft  a  month  or 

*  two  before  the  Duke  of  Bedford's  arrival     Be- 

*  fides,  I  can  tell  yon  the  people  to  whom  it  was 

*  diftributed.    It  was  divided  among  three  perfons: 
*    *  Lord  Bute — here  he  hcfitated  for  a  minute  or 

*  two.     1   mentioned   to  him   the  name  of  Lord 

*  Holland.     He  anfwered  no ;  it  was  not  Lord  Hoh 

*  knd'^  that  was   not  the   name-,  it  was 

^  Mr.  Fox.     The  third,    added    he,  was  a  Lady, 

*  whofe  name  I  do  not  recol  e6l, 

*  This,  I  am  pretty  fure,was  all  that  pafTed  upon 

*  the  fubjed:  at  our  fecond  interview. 

5.  *  The  third  interview  was,  I  believe,  on  Mon- 

*  day  the  3d  of  December,     \  then  aflced  him  whe- 

*  I  her  fhe  third  perfon,  whole  name  he  could  not 

*  recollcdi:,  was  not  -~ ?  He  anfwered  no,  it  was 

*  not.     That  he  had  heard  the  name;  that  it  be- 

*  ing  a  name   no  way  familiar   to  him,  he  could 

*  not,  at  fuch  a  diftance  of  time,  recoiled  it  of  him 

*  felfi  but  if  it  was  mentioned,  he  believed  he  fhoiild 

*  know  it.  At  prefeht,  added  he,  1  only  remember 

*  that  it  was  a  Lady,  and  the  miftrefs  of  a  man  of 

*  gi'cat  Quality. 

6.  '  1  had  hitherto  made  no  enquiries  about  his 

*  authorities.     But  refieftmg,  that  a  perfon  who 
^  *  could  know  all  thefe  particulars,  muft  have  been 

*  very  near  the   fource,  I   thought  proper  to  afk 

*  him,  the  next  time   I  faw  him,  from  whom  he 

*  had  his  information.     He  anfwered,  from  an  offi- 

*  cer,  who,  at   that  time,  furnilhed    plans  to  the 

*  Ivuke  de  ChcifeuPs  office,  was  of  courfe  greatly 

*  connected  with  it,  and  moreover  dined  everyday 

*  with  the  principal  people  of  the  office  ;  and  there, 

*  added  he,  at  table,  did  thefe  gentlemen  talk  over 

*  the  affair,  not  v^ithout  fome  fatisfaclion  at  irs  be- 

*  ing  concluded.      Further  fays,   he,  this  officer, 

*  who  is  n(;w   at  Cnyenve^   reafoned  thus  with   me 

*  about  it:  Is  it  not  better  to  buy  a  peace  at  the 

*  expence 
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*  expence  of  ten  millions,  than  to  fpend  three  hun- 

*  drcd  millions  (if  we  could  raife  themj  to  fit  our 

*  army  for  the  field,  which  army,  fo  fitted  out, 

*  could  not  pofTibly  do  us  any  maierial  fervice. 

7.  *  I   had   a  curiofity,    continued  he,  to  hear 

*  what  the  Sardinian  ambaflador's  fecretary,  who 

*  was  a  great  acquaintance  of  mine,  would  fay  to 

*  this.     Happening  to  meet  him  foon  after,  I  told 
'  him  it  was  reported,  the  EngUfi  had  given  a  great 

*  fum  to  Madame  Pcmpadcur^  to  buy  a  peace,  and 

*  afked  him  if  it  was  true.     The  aiifwer  he  made 

*  me  was  in  thefe  words  -,  ah^  que  vous  etes  bete  I  les 

*  Anglois  donne  de  V argent  ?  et  pourquoi  faire  P  ot{t\ 

*  oui,  on  a  donnee  de  I' argent, 

8.  '  He  further  faid,  that  upon  Monfieur  Buffos 

*  return  from  England^  one  of  his  fecretaries  hav- 

*  ing  dropped  fome  hints  in  company,  a  un  fcuper^ 

*  of  what  was  going  on  in  England^  was  taken  up 

*  and  put  into  the  Baftile,  that  he  might  not,  by 

*  any  further  indifcretion,  difcover  the  whole  affair. 

9.  '  Upon  my  mentioning  an  intention  of  going 

*  to  England  with   the  news,  he  added,  that  the 
^  whole  detail  of  the  tranfaclion  might  be  known, 

*  either  from  Monfieur  B'Eon,  if  he  chofe  to  dif- 

*  cover  it,  or  from  Monfieur  VEfcallier^  a  wine 

*  merchant  in  London,  whom  the  Duke  de  Niver-^ 

*  mis  made  ufe  of  as  a  fecretary. 

*  10.  I   prefiTed  him  about  the  authenticity  and 

*  cerrai»nty  of  his  account;  his  anfwer  was,  as  to 
'  myfelf,  Je  le  crois  autant  que  je  crois  ma  propre 

*  exijience.     He  afilired  me  likewife,  that  the  affair 
'  was  fhamefully  notorious  in  fome  houfes  at  Paris: 

*  D' affaire  faifoit  nime  fcandale  dans  des  certaines 
^  maijons  a  Paris,  - 

'  li.  Ithink  it  neceffary  to  take  notice  of  one 

*  variation,  and  the  only  one  that  I  obfcrved  in  his 

*  account.     In   the  firft  interview  here  mentioned, 

*  the  fum  of  eight  millions  of  iivres*.     In  a  fub- 

O  3  *'  fcqucnt 

*  Compare  this  with  the  fir  ft  paragraph. 
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'  feqiicnt  one   (I  forgot  which)  he  faid,  Between 

*  five  and  eight  millions  •,  poflibly  this  might  be 
'owing   to  his  having  heard  the   Turn  named  in 

.  *  Engliflj  money,  and  never  having  given  himfelf 

*  the  trouble  of  reducing  it  to  French-^  becaufe 
'  the  laft  time  I  talked  with  him  upon  the  fubje6l, 
^  when  I  defired  to  know,  as  near  as  poflible,  the 
'  exad  fum,  he  took  a  little  time  to  recolledl  him- 

*  felf,  and  then  faid.  Between  eight  and  ten 
^  millions  of  livres  •,  that  is,  continued  he,  In  Eng- 

*  lijh^  four  hundred  thoufand  guineas.' 

'  Have  you  any  thing  more  to  fay  ?' 
'  I  have,  I  am  ready  to  fay  all  I  know.' — 
'  Were  thofe  all  the  papers  you  delivered  to 
'  Lord  Halifax  r 

'  No  •,  feveral  other  letters.* 

*  Did  you  give  Lord  Halifax  any  other  informa- 
^  tion  ?' 

'I  did: 

*  Have  you  thofe  letters,  or  copies  of  thofe  you 

*  delivered  to  Lord  Halifax  ?* 

'  I  have'  [delivers  in  abook] '  the  four  firft  letters 

*  are  copies  of  thofe  which  pafled  between  Lord 
'  Halifax  and   me.-^ 

[Book  brought  up:  And  letters  read*.] — 

*  What  was  Lord  Halifax's  anfwerto  this  infor- 
'  mation  ?' 

*  I  would  firft  mention  fotne  previous  fleps. 
'  Lord  Hertford  having  afked  me,  if  I  thought  it 
'  matter  of  further  enquiry,  I  went  to  Lord  Mans- 
^  field 'y  he  faid,  he  chofe  not  to  hear  it.     I  then 

*  went  to  Dr.  Blackflone^  who  read  my  paper  of 

*  information,  and  told  me,  that  I  Ihould  carry 

*  it  to  the  Secretary  of  State  ;  that  no  Englifhman 

*  would   be  averfe  to  enquire  into  it.    I  went  to 

*  Lord  Halifax  on  the  10th  of  May^-,  he  defired 

*  me  to  come  again  that  evening ;  I  then  faw  him: 
^  he  look  the  paper  and  read  it,  looked  up  and 

*  flopped  ^ 
'  •  Thefe  letters  (delivered  back.) 
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*  (topped  ;  then  faid,  "  I  was  recollcdling  that  that 
*'  pcrlbn  bought  flock  at  that  time,  but  it  might 
*'  be  with  his  own  money."  He  read  my  letter  to 
'  Lord  Hertford^  faid  it  was  a  proper  one.  He 
'  laid,  if  I  had   been    in  Lord  Hertford's  place,  I 

*  would  have  fent  it  to  — ' —  and  heard  what  he  had 
'  to  fay.'  On  reading  the  lecond  letter,  he  faid 
'  this  might  be  very  deep;  I  would  readily  enquire, 

*  but  it  is  an  affair  of  fuch  magnitude-,*— and  then 

*  put  a  cafe  of  a  man's  being  robbed  on  Hounflow- 

*  heath,  and  going  to  Juftice  Fielding^  and  faying 
'  he  was  robbed  by  a  tail,  thin  man,  and  appre- 
'  hended  it  was  the  Duke  of  Ancafter  .--'-there  is  no 

*  difference,  only  in  the  fize  of  the  purf:r.— '■  He 
*'  faid,  if  you  had  any  proof,  I  would  make  no  dif- 
*'  ficulty  of  tellinor  it  to  my  royal  mafler."  In  my 
'  letter  to  Lord  Hertford^  I  mentioned  the  defec- 
'  tivenefs  of  my  information  as  a  proof  of  the  truth 
'  of  it.  Lord  Halifax  faid,  "  1  think  with  you,  ic 
*'  is  more  likely  to  be  true,  from  his  knowing  only 
*'  a  few  circumftances.  The  fecond  m.eeting  was 
'  a  few  days  afterwards.  He  did  not  flick  to  one 
'  obje6lion.  I  fet  down  a  few  arguments  to  ufe 
'  to  him,  which  1  left  with  him  ;  I  have  in  my 
'  pocket  the  fame  arguments  which  I  let  down  a 
'  fhort  time  after  from  my  recolledlion.  This  is  not 
'  a  copy.'  I  reads  the  paper,  in  fubflance  as  follows.] 

"  Narrative  of  intelfigence  is  fufficient  for  en- 
'*  quiry,  tho'  notfor  accuTation,  confirmed  by  Dr. 
*'  Blackflone.  The  firft  evidence  of  all  crimes  is 
*' hearfay-,  rare,  at  firft,  to  flumble  upon  certainty. 
"  All  offenders  would  efcape  if  there  was  no  en- 
*'  quiry.  The  high  quality  of  offenders  is  no  reafon 
"  tor  flopping  the  enquiry  ;  it  muft  be  donefpeedi- 
*'  ly  :  if  the  common  people  hear  it  and  believe  it, 
*'  they  might  do  juftice  after  their  own  manner. 
"  I  recommended  it  to  Lord  Halifax^  as  one  of 
"  the  French  minifters  is  here,  whether  he  can  be 
^'  excufed  for  not  examining  into  it,  &c.'* 

O  4  'What 
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«  What  faid  Lord  Halifax  P 

*  I  have  acquainted  the  Houfe  with  what  paffed 

*  at  the  firil  meeting.     After  that  Lord  Halifax 

*  made  no  anfwer  to  the  paper ;  nor  did  he  con- 

*  trovert  one  of  the  arguments.    I  added,  it  would 

*  be  an  imputation  on  his  Majefty's  fervants  not  to 

*  make  the  enquiry.     He  faid,    that  an  enquiry, 

*  which  tended  to  make  the  affair  public,  was  an 

*  accufation.    He  afked  for  proofs,  and  by  private 

*  enquiry.     I   told  him  of  D'Eon's  intelligence  to 

*  Mr.  Fitzherbert  and  Sir  Geo.  Tonge,     I,  referred 

*  him  to  them,  as  to  the  public ;  the  whifper  was 

*  loud.     He  faid   D'Eon  was  a  man  of  bad  char- 

*  adler,     I  faid  his  charadler  was  good  two  years 

*  ago,     I  fhewed  him   a  letter  from  Mr.  Pitt,  of 

*  which  I  have  a  copy.    Lord  Halfcx  read  it. 

[He  reads  the  copy  of  a  letter,  29th  Decem- 
ber, 1764,  from  Mr.  Pitt  to  Dr.  Muf- 
grave^/\ 

*  Were  thefe  all  the  papers  you  Ihewed  Lord 
«  Halifax? 

*  They  were  all. 

*  Lid  you  acquaint  the  late  Dr,  Slanchard  with 
«this? 

*  Never. 

'  Did   you  fhew  Lord  Halifax   the  letter  you 

*  wrote  to  Mr.  Pitt? 

'  I  did  not.     I  had  no  copy. 

*  What  was  the  profcflion  of  this  principal  in- 

*  form  ant  ? 

.(Qucftion  objt:(51:ed  to,  and  given  up.) 

*  Could  you  have  produced  your  principal  in- 

*  formant  to  Lord  Halifax? 

*  No  •,  he  never  aflccd  me  for  him. 

*  Was  he  in  your  power  I 

*  My  informant  was   then  at  Paris  difficult  to 

*  correlpond  with.     If  Lord  Halifax  would   have 
^     *  let  me  correlpond   with  him  thro'  government, 

*  perhaps 
•  This  letter  was  delivered  back. 
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*  perhaps  I  might  5  but  it  would  have  been  dangc* 

*  rous  to  him/ 

Called  in  again* 
Mr.  Speaker,    *  Having  now  finiflied  an  account 

*  of  papers  left  with,  or  fhewn   to  Lord  Halifax^ 

*  you  may  give  a  further  account  of  what  paiTed/ 

*  I  have  finifned  what  pafTed  at  the  fecond  meet* 

*  ing,  on  the  14th  of  M-^.  On  the  16th  of  May,  I 

*  faw  Sir  Geo.  Tonge\  I  afked  him  whether  he  had 

*  received  a  meffagc  from  Lord  Halifax,  He  {i^idi 
'no;  I  told  him  I  had  uled    his  name,  and  the 

*  Gccafion  of  it.     We  had  fome  converfation,     I 

*  told  him  what  I  faid  to  Lord  Hdifm.  I  under- 
'  flood,  faid  Sir  Geo,  Tonge^  that  D'Eon  could  give 
'  evidence/ 

Withdrew, 
Galled  in  again. 
'  You  will  give  the  whole  account  rcladng  to 

*  Lord  Halifax, 

'  I  mentioned  the  converfation  with  Sir  Gecrge 

*  Tonge^  as  a  necefBry  preparative  to  the  third  con- 
'  verfation  with  Lord  Halifax,    Sir  Geo,  longehld^ 

*  I  underilood  D'Eon  could  give  evidence,  and 

*  had  alfo  proofs  upon  paper.     He  faid  that  fomc 

*  gentlemen  applied  to  him  to  be  prefent  at  a  meet- 

*  ing  on  this  fubjed  as  a  linguift.     He  faid  Mr, 

*  Pin  was  confulted  on  the  occafion.  The  next 
'  mosning  I  law  Mr.  Fitzherhert^  Sir  Geo,  Tcnge 

*  was  there.     Mr,   Fitzherhat  exprefied  aftonifo- 

*  ment  at  my  boldnefs  in  going  to  Lord  Halifax. 
'  He  faid,  he  would  not  have  any  thing  of  his 

*  writing  appear.     Mr,  Fitzberhert  laid,  he  had  inn 

*  tellieence  the  French  were  offering  money  to  get 

*  D'Eon'^  papers  back.  I  went  the  fame  day  to 
'  Lord  Halifax^  or  the  next  day.  But  there  is 
'  one  thing  further:  Mr.   Fitzkerhert  faid,  if  you 

*  would  carry  on  the  affair,  you  mull  apply  to  Mr. 
^  H,  Coies^  he  is,I)'££;/;'s  prgte<SQr.     I  faid,  I  am 

*  HOC 
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*  not  the  accufer,  I  go  no  farther  than  defiring  an 

*  enquiry.  I  went  to  Lord  Halifax  \  I  told  hiin 
'  what  I  had  learned  from  Sir  Geo.  Tome^  that  he 

*  apprehended  B^Eon  had  papers,  and  that  he  could 

*  give  dired  evidence,  and  that  Fitzherhert  had 

*  faid  I  (hould  go  to  Mr.  Cotes.     I  told  him  I  did 

*  not  chule  it ;  he  is  a  ftranger  to  me,  and  looked 
^  on  as  a   meddling  man.     Lord   Halifax  laid,   I 

*  will  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  matter.  I  dif- 
*'  believe  the  charge :  if  I  did  believe  it,  as  ftrongly 

*  as  I  now  difbelieve  it,  I  fhould  not  think  this  fufti- 
*•  cient  ground  to  go  upon.  I  told  him  it  was  his 
'  duty;  hefeemed  lurprized.  He  faid  his  duty  was 
*-  to  take  care  of  the  ftate.    I  told  him  that  Mr. 

*  Fitzherhert  had  faid  the  French  were  in  treaty  for 

*  B' Eon's  papers.  I  made  my  apology  for  troubling 
'  him— that  clofed  my  converfation  with  Lord  Ha- 
'  lifax: 

*  On  what  day  was  this  converfation  ?* 

*  Eighteenth  A/^7,  1765.' 

'  When  Lord  Halifax  faid,  that  perfon,  I  think, 
'  bought  ftock  about  that  time,  What  anfwer  did 

*  Dr.  Mufgrave  give  ?* 

*  I  did  not  fay  any  thing.' 

*-  You  was  afked  whether  the  original  informant 

*  was  to  be  produced..  Did  you  fugged  to  Lord 
'  Halifax  any  means  of  getting  that  mformation  V 

'I  don't  know  I  did.' 

*  Were  there  any  means  of  getting  at  the  man 
^  2it  Paris  r 

'  Very  obvious  ones,  pointed  out  by  my  letter 
'  to  Lord  Hertford',  but  my  complaint  is  jult,  in- 

*  dependent  of  that  information.' 

'  Can  you  recoiled:  any  thin»g  more  that  pafTed  at 
'  the  firft  converfation  between  Sir  Geo,  Tonge  and 
'  you  r' 

'  Yes.  Sir  Geo.  T'onge  faid,  **  I  will  go  myfelf  to 
**  Lord  Halifaof — I  faid.  There  is  no  occafion,  my 
*^  account  is  fufficient,  I  would  not  have  you  tzo." 

'Had 
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'  Had  yon  any  particular  reafon  for  going  to  Sir 

*  Geo,  Tonge  ?' 

'  In  a  former  converfation  with  Mr.  Fitzherherty 
'  Sir  Geo.  Tonge's  name  was  mentioned ;  no  other 

*  reafon.'-  — 

~  *  Was  it  not  from  Lord  Halifax^s  defire  to  get  all 

*  the  information  he  could?' 

'  No  •,  there  was  no  defire  in  Lord  Halifax  to 

*  get  any  information.' 

'  Whether  Dr.  Mufgrave^  when  he  came  to  Mr. 

*  Fitzherbert  •,  at  any  time  faid,  that  he  fhould  take 

*  down  the  converfation  and  the  dates  in  writing?* 

'No-,  I  did  not.' 

'  Did  you  tell  us  that  you  intended   to  write 

*  down  that  converfation  to  make  ufe  of  it  hereafter.* 

'  I  mentioned  nothing  of  that.' 

'  Was  not  you  introduced  on  the  footing  of  giv- 
'  ing  inform.ation  to  me  r' 

'  I  can't  fay  on  what  footing  the  common  friend 
'  introduced  me-,  but  my  intention  was  to  know 
'  from  Mr.  Fitzherbert  what  overtures  had  beea 

*  made  to  him,  or  any  other  perfon,  by  UEon ; 

*  and  whether  they  agreed  with  mine.  The  friend 
'  did  not  go  with  me,  but  gave  me  a  note  to  carry 

*  to  yix, Fitzherbert^  which  I  read  to  him-,—"  Mr, 
"  Fitzherbert  will  be  glad  to  fee  Dr.  Mufgrave  at 
"  fuch  a  time  in  the  morning." 

'  Did  not  that  convey  an  idea  that  you  had  firfl 

*  defired  to  fee  me  ?' 

'  Yes  i  that  is  true.' 

*  What  did  you  fay  to  that  friend  ?* 

'  I  can't  recoiled  -,  that  I  (bould  be  glad  to  fpeak 

*  with  Mr.  Fitzherbert\  to  know  of  him,  whether 

*  the  overtures  of  D' Eon  were  real  or  not,  and  whom 

*  they  affeAed.' 

'  What  converfation  had  you  with  that  com- 

*  mon  friend  ?' 

'  The  firft  notice  I  had    was  from  Mr.  Hnrily^ 

*  and  he  told  me  whom  they  affected  ^  but  I  was 

*  not 
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*  not  fatisfied  with  this,  and  wifhed  to  hear  it  from 

*  Mr,  Fitzberbert*s  own  mouth/ 

(Mr.  FitzherhertS) '  Did  you  colled  from  my  con- 
'  verfation  that  I  had  the  fmallell  knowledge  of 

'  I  don't  know  I  did  j  but  Mr.  Fitzherhert  ad- 

*  mitred  the  reality  of  the   overtures     After  the 

*  names  of  the  two  Lords  were  mentioned,  Mr. 

*  Fitzhsrbert  faid,  did  you  hear  nothing  of  the 
*' P'incefi  of  Wales.  I  faid  no.  Mr.  Fitzherhert 
'  anfwered,  ID' Eon  fays,  the  Princefs  of  Wales  had 

*  fome  of  the  money. 

'  What  do  you  mean  by  admitting  the  reality 
'  of  overtures  ? 

*  Mr.  Fitzherherf^  converfation  did  imply,  that 

*  fuch  overtures  had  been  made  to  him  ;  and  when 

*  I  mentioned  the  two  Lords  names,  he  did   noc 

*  contradid  it;  but  afked  whether  I  heard  nothing 
'  of  the  Princefs  of  Wales?  to  which  I  made  that 

*  anfv/er. 

^  Did  Mr.  Fitzherhert^  in  this  converfation,  ex- 

*  prefs  that  he  knew  Mr.  If  Eon? 

^  He  did  not  give  me  to  underftand;^  that  he 

*  knew  him  perfonally. 

(Sir  Geo,  Yonge,)  '  Do  you  recoiled,  I  added, 
^^  hut  I  know  nothing  of  the  matter?^ 
'  No.'  ■ 

*  Did  nor  I  fuggeft  the  matter  and  manner  of 

*  his  coming  to  me,  required  fome  apology  ?* 

'  No  ;  but  I  did  make  an  apology  vv^ithout  your 

*  defiring  it,  for  having  ufed  your  name  to  Lord 

*  Halifax.     I  recoiled  no  other  apology.* 

*  Did  he  mention  to  Sir  Geo.  Tonge  Lord  Hali- 
^  fax's  defire  of  being  fully  informed  ?* 

'  I  only  recoiled  that  Lord  Halifax  ailced,  whe- 
'  ther  there  was  a  probability  of  getting  proofs, 
'  and  of  profccuting  the  enquiry  in  fecret  ?  I  re- 
'  peat  to  Sir  Geo.  Tonge  the  quellions  Lord  Ha- 
'  lifax  had  put,  whether  there  was  any  probability 
I  'of 
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*  of  obtaining  proof,  or  a  fecret  way  of  profecut- 

*  ing  it.     I  never  faid,  that  Lord  Halifax  was  dc* 

*  firous  of  getting  at  the  truth,  for  I  never  thought 
Mt/ 

*  Did  you  not  tell  Sir  Geo.  Tonge^  that  you  came 
<  with  a  mcflage  froai  Lord  Halifax?* 

*  I  did  not ;  Sir  Geo,  Tonge  laid,  if  you  think 

*  proper,    I  will  go  and  acquaint  Lord  Halifax 

*  with  what  I  know  •,  but  I  was  not  one  of  the  party 

*  applied  to  but-defired  to  go  as  a  linguift/ 

*  Did  not  I  fay  I  knew  nothing  at  ail  of  the  mat- 

*  ter  ?' 

*  Sir  Geo,  Tonge  did  not  tell  me  that.' 

(Mr.  Macleane.)  '  Did  you  hear  that  any  part  of 

*  the  money  was  given  to  the  Princefs  of  IVaksV 

*  Nevtr  heard  a  word  of  her  at  Paris^  nor  any 

*  furmife  that  (he  was  concerned  in  it.' 

*  Did  not  you  fay  to  Mr.  Stuart  and  me,  that 

*  a  million  fterling  was  paid  for  the  peace,  500,000!. 

*  to  the  Princefs  of  IVales^  250,000!.  to  Lord  jB/;/^, 

*  and  the  reft  to  Lord  Hollands' 

*  I  never  did  fay  it.' 

*  [Dr.  Mufgrave  defires  to  fay  fomething  to  Mr*  ^ 

*  Macleane. 1 

*  What  have  you  to  fay  tp  Mr.  Macleane?* 

*  Mr.  Macleane  was  the  perfon  to  whom  I  talked 

*  of  this  atfair  at  Paris^  and  whom   T  confulted, 

*  whether  I  (hould  go  to  England ;  I  received  a  letter, 

'  darted  9th  Dec.   1764,  from  him,  "  That  he  had  ^ 
*'  formed  a  refolution  of  difclofing  it  to  Lord  Hol^ 
*'  land's  Ton  •,  that  he  had  great  obhgations  to  Lord 

*  Holland',  that  he  had  concealed  to  the  laft,  &c.* 

[Produces  the  original  letter  ;  read — -a  copy  of 

which  is  as  follows.] 
*  S  I  R,  PariSy  ^th  Bee.  1^64.. 

*  Your  leaving  town,  without  calling  upon  Stuart 

*  and  me  as  you  promifed,  has  occafioned  my  tak- 

*  ing  a  ftep  which  muft  be  difagreeable  to  you, 

*  but  which  was  unavoidable  in  my  circumftances, 

*  without  I  could  fubmit  to  break  through  every 
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*  tye  of  gratitude.     You  mud  have  perceivctl  with 

*  what  degree  of  anxiety  I  combated  your  rrafons 
'  for  the  demarche  which  you  have  made.  I  ftrove 

*  to  fiiew,  as  well  the  folly  as  the  improbability  of 

*  the  ftory   to  which  you  gave   \o   ealy   credit.     I 

*  had  but  one  argun:ent  remaining,    which  your 

*  fo  unexpe6led  departure  has  deprived  me  of  an 
'  opportunity  to  ufe,  which  v/as,  that  1' am  under 

*  obligations  to  one  of  the  perfons  concerned, 
'  which  render  it  incompatible  for  me  to  be 
f  the  repofitory  of  any  fecret  prejudicial  to'his  in- 
*'  tereft  or  honour.     /  had  my  reafons  for  deferring 

*  this  argument  to  the  laft^  hoping  thofe  I  had  ufed, 

*  and  your  own  fenfe,  would  have  dccermined  you 

*  to  drop  your  defign.     I  had  therefore  no  other 

*  choice  left,  when  acquainted  with  your  depar- 
'  ture,  than  to  difclofe  the  whole  to  the  fon  of  the 
'  gentleman   1  hint  at,  who  refides  at  prelent  in 

*  Paris \  ftipulating,  that  nothing  prejudicial  to 
^  your  intereft  fhould  accrue,  from  the  difcovery  I 

*  fhould  make. 

'  This  gentleman  treated  the  flory  v/iih  fo  much 

*  contempt,  that  I  know  not  whether  he  will  take 

*  the  trouble  to  advertife  his   father  of  it  or  not. 

*  But,  at  the  fame  time,  I  think  it  incumbent  upon 

*  me  to  let  you  know,  what  I  have  been  very  un- 

*  willingly  obliged  to  do,  that  you    may  reguljte 

*  your  conduct  as  you  pleale,  without  having  it  in 

*  your  power  to  blame  n:ie.  You  'vill,  perhaps, 
'  think  it  voiy  improper  for  me  to  advife  you  after 
'  what  has  paded  •,  but  if  you  will  confider  that 
^  this  is  an  attack  upon  the  charader  of  men  very 

*  high  ii  power,  w'thojt  means  of  proofs  or,  let 

*  me  add,  the  probability  of  truth,  having  its  fource 

*  certainly  from  a  fpirit  of  gafconade  or  of  vanity,. 

*  you  will,  from  a  principle  both  of  honeity  and 
',  prudence,  drop  your  purpofe. 

'  You  may  be  inclined  to  think,  that  your  dif- 
'  covering  your  defign  to  me  implied  a  confidence. 
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'  and  required   fecrefy,  tho'  you  did  not  exa(!l  it 

*  from  me.  I  have  weighed  well  both  fides  of  the 
'  queilion,  and  I  find,  that  my  retaining  the  fccrer, 
'  would  have  rendered  me  unworthy  of  the  prd- 
'  tedtion  or  friendfhip  of  any  man,  while  my  dif- 
'  covering  it  has  proceeded  entirely  and  unavoid- 
'  ably  from  your  withdrawing  that  confidence,  by 
'  departing  without  calling  upon  us  as  you  pro- 
'  miled  i  and  fome  days  before,  you  told  us  you 
^  wouJd,  ("which  I  mull  repeat  it)  put  it  out  of  my 
'  power  to  acquaint  you,  as  I  always  intended^  thai^ 
'  if  you  perfifted,  I  would,  as  I  have  done,  dif^. 

*  cover  the  whole. 

'  I  am,  SIR, 

'  Your  mod  obedient, 

*  To  5.  Mufgrave^  Efq^^     V  humble  fervant 

*  phyfician,  \ 

*  South  amp  on-ftreet^  London,  j      *  L.  Macleane.' 

'  What  anfwer  did  you  make  to  it  ?' 

*  An  anfwer  of  which  I  kept  no  copy.    I  writ 

*  a  letter,  defiring  not  to  take  lodgings,  and  that  I 

*  would  explain  myfelf  more  particularly  when  I 
'  had  feen  Mr.  Stuart,    . 

(Mr.  Mackane,)  *  Did   you  not  write  another, 

*  implying,  that  you  could  not  go  to  Paris  to  call 
'  me  to  account,  for  fear  of  the  Bafiile^  andof  in- 

*  juring  his  evidence  ?' 

*  I  did  not  write  fuch  a  letter.  The  firft  letter 
'  I  wrpte  was  after  talking  with  Lord  Halifax^  who 
'  advifed   me   to  go  back   to  Paris^  and   I  faid  I 

*  would  not,  and  wrote   14th  Bee.  1764.     Lord 

*  Halifax  zikcd  me,  *'  What  colour  I  would  give  to 
*'  my  journey  to  London^  that  I  might  not  be  fuf- 
'*  pevSled  of  bringing  intelligence?-- Should  it  not 
t'  be  thought,  Seeing  my  friends  ? — I  faid,  There  was 
^  another  more  plauuble,— the  vacancy  of  a  phyfi- 
?  cian  to  the  Charter-houfe.'— I  wrote  to  Mr.  Mae^ 

*  leane^  to  let  him  know  there  was  no  chance  of 

*  phyfician  to  the  Charter-houfe,  and  defired  the 
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*^  fame  lodging.     I  mentioned  this  to  Lord  Ha- 

^  How  many  hours  was  you  from  leaving  Paris 

*  to  be  on  board  at  Calais  /' 

'  I  left  Paris  at  feven  o'clock  in  the  morning, 

*  on  Friday.     I  lay  at  Bckgne  on  Saturday  nighty 
*I  got  to  Calais^  and  went  on   board  at  twelve 

*  o'clock  on  Sunday,* 

*  Was  not  you  at  your  window  in  your  lodgings 
*^ar  on«  o'clock  on  Friday^  the  day  you  mention 
•-you  left  Paris'^* 

-    ''No;  1  was  not.     I  kt  out  at  feven  o'clock  in 

*  the  morning.* 

*  What  was  your  motive  for  firfl  going  to  Mr, 
^  Fitzherbert$* 

*-  i  had  heard  from  Mr.  Harily,  that  D' Eon's 

*  overtures  had  been  made  to  Mr.  Fitzherberi\  and 

*  therefcre  thought  him  the  propereft  perfon  to 

*  EfK^  whether  it  had  or  no.' 

^  Did  you  afk  Mr.  Fitzherhert^  whether  he  had 
^  ftrch  overtures  from  UEcnV 

^  I  don'^t  remember  the  particular  Gonverfation, 

*  hi\t  Mr.  Fitzhcrberfs  converfation  admitted  and 

*  implied  it.' 

'Do  you  recolledt  the  overtures  fuppofed   to 

*  have  been  made  by  If  Eon  to  Mr.  Fitzherbert?^ 

'  They  were,  as  I  underiland,  to  accufe  two 
«  Privy  Counfellors  of  having  received  money  for 

*  the  Peace.' 

(Sir  Gea,  Tonge,)     *  Where  was  the  meeting  of 

*  Sir  Ge&.  Tonge,  Mr.  Fitzberbert,  and  your* 

'  I  found  Sir  Geo,  l^onge  at  Mr.  Fitzherbert^s  at 

*  breakfafl-time— Is  fure  Sir  Geo.  Tonge  was  there.' 

*  From    whom    had    you    the    information   of 

*  D'^Eon's  overtures?' 

*  The  irft  was  from  General  Conway,     He  firft 

*  gave  me  a  hint  of  it.' 

'  y^hsLt  was  that  hint.^' 

*  Yfhm 
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«  When  I  told  him  the  ftory,  Mr.  Conway  afkecj 
f  me  if  I  had  feen  D'Eon-,  he  laid,  "  I  hear  he  has 
^'  dropped  hints."  I  told  him  "  I  never  would  fee 
*'  him.  I  faid,  I  will  avoid  all  poiTibility  of  con- 
"  cert  with  any  one."     After  this,  I  went  to  Mr, 

*  Hartly,  and  defired  him  to  enquire.  He  defired 
'  firft  to  confult  Sir  Geo.  Savile,     Sir  Geo.   Savile 

*  came  to  us ;  I  could  not  tell  him  the  particulars, 
'  but  only  that  there  was  fuch  a  charge.  Sir  Geo, 
'  Saville  thought  it  was  right  to  confult  the  Duke 

*  of  Newcajik.     He  went  to  him.     I  was  not  pre- 

*  fent  J  but  I  heard,  that  the  Duke  of  Newcaftle 

*  faidj  Fox,  was  rogue  enough  to  do  anything, 
^  but  thought  he  was  not  fool  enough  to  do  this. 

*  The   Duke  laid,  he  could   not  advife  them   to 

*  meddle  in  it,  for  D^Eon  will  be  bribed,  and  then 

*  you  will  be  left  in  the  lurch.  I  heard  this  con- 
^  verfation  from  Sir  Geo,  Savile^  or  Mr.  Hartlyy 
^  from  one  of  them,  in  the  prefence  of  the  other. 

*  They  both  went  to  the  Duke  of  Newcaftle.' 

(Mr.  Conway.)  '  What  was  thp  nature  of  his 
'fir  ft  application  to  me  r^ 

'  The  nature  of  my  firft  application  to  Mr.  Con- 
\  way  was,  I  wanted  to  know  how  to  convey  a  let- 
',  ter  to  Lord  Hertford^  not  to  be  opened,  to  inquire 

*  whether  the  informant  was  apprehended.     I  had 

*  defigned  prefenting  a  paper  to  theHoufeof  Com- 
\  mons,  fetting  forth  the  information.  He  afked 
\  me  the  particulars,  and  faid  he  would  not  encou- 
^  rage  fuch  application  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons 
'  without  a  fliadow  of  probability ;  and  then  aflced 

*  if  I  had  heard  that  D'  Eon  had  dropped  hints, 
'  and  whether  I  would  go  to  him.     I  faid  No,  I 

*  would  not.     Mr.  Conway  added,  at  the  fame  time, 
"  I  think  it  the  duty  of  every  nian  to  come  at  truth' 
"  in  every  ftation/' 

*  Had  you  then  any  reafon  to  believe  that  D^  Eon 
«  had  evidence  to  corroborate  your  information  ?' 
Vol.  VIII.  P  *No; 
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*  No  •,-  not  at  that  time  :    i,t  was  from    Mr.  Con- 

*  way  th?ii  I  firft  heard  that  W  Eon  had    dropped 

*  hints  ;  but  I  think  he  mentioned  it,  as  having   it 

*  only  from  report,  not  as  knowing  it;  as  a  cafuai 
'  matter  of  converfation.* 

'  When  was  this  converfation  ?* 

*  Ninih  of /^»%'^?7,   ly^s^    the  day   before   the 

*  opening  of  the  feffion/ 

'  Had  he  then  communicated  the  matter  to  his 
Majcfty's  m/inifTers  ?' 

'  Not  to  Lord  Halifax^  only  to  Lord  Holdernejfs. 
^  I  faid  1  was  under  apprehenfions  for  the  fafeiy  of 
^  my  informant,  and  therefore   had   concealed  the 

*  abfurd  dcfign  of'prefcnting  my  petition,  v^hich  | 
^  gave  np.* 

'  Was  not  this  previous  to  the  information  given 

*  to  Lord  Halifax^  afid  before  you  knew  any  thing 
^  of  D*  Eons>  evidence  r"* 

'  The  hv^  time  (cyih  Jan.)  was  previous  to  hear- 

*  ing  any  thing  of  D'Ecn^  but  I  went  and  con- 
?  verled  with  Mr.  Conway  feveral  times  after;  and, 
'  after  I  had  been  acquainted  with  D'Eon'^s  over- 
^  cures,  he  faw  Lord  Hertford's  letters  and  anfwers, 
^  and  appr  ved  of  them/ 

^  Did  I  not  refufe  to  tranfinit  the  letter  ?' 

'  You  did;   but  faid  it  was   a    proper   letter.      I 

*  v/rote  .four  letters  from  Holland  to  Mr.  Conway^ 
'  DUE  never  received  any  aniwer.^ 

'  Did  yoq  ever  give  any  further  information  tQ 
^  1  ,ord  Hertford  than  in  the  four  letters  read  ?' 
'  No/ 
«  Mad  you  any  intimacy  with  you.r  informants  at 

*  Paris  r     '         ' 

*  it  would  be  impraper  to  anfv/er  that  quedion, 
<  but  they  are  men  of  credibility,* 

^  Had   you  any   other   information   of  D'Eon\ 

*  overture  - ,   but  from  General  Conr^jvay  P^ 

'  The  6rfl  intimation  was  from  Xjt^ncm]  Conway  \ 
.^  then  1  applied   to' Pyk.   Har/ly.     Mr,  Harily  told 
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*  me,  that-  D^ Eon's  letter  wa.^  fent  to  Mr.  Fitzher^ 

*  bert.     Afterwards   he   informed   me  more  fully, 

*  and  named   the   two  Privy  Counfellors  and  the 

*  lady.     He  faid,  the  lady  is  the  Princefs  of  fFales, 

*  I  faid,  it  can't  be,  becaufe  my  informant  would 

*  not  have  forgot  the  -name ;  and  named   another 
^  lady,  the  miftrefs  of  a  man  of  quality.' 

*  Do  you  underftand  this  overture  of  U Eon's  was 
^  contained  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Fitzherhert  ?' 

'  Mr.  Hardy  told  me  fq.  I  met  him  in  a  chair, 
^  and  he  faid,  all  1  have  heard  is,  that  J^' Eon's  let- 
^  ter  was  fent  to  Fitzherbert ;  that  IVJi*?  PHt  ha(J 

*  been  confulted,  and  had  written  a  letter,  difluading 

*  them  from   proceeding.     Mr.  Hartly  never  told 
^  it  me  from  his  own  knowledge.' 

*  Are  you  fure  that  this  information  was  con- 
?  tained  in  U Eon's  letter?' 

^  No.  Mr.  Hartly  never  informed  me  how  he 
^  came  by  the  information,  but  faid  it  was  contained 
Hn  a  letter  to  Mr.  Fitzherbert,  Afterwards  he 
'  named  the  two  lords,  but  not  from  whom  he 
^  heard  it.* 

'  Did  you  afk  Mr.  Fitzherbert  the  particulars  of 
^  the  information  received  from  jyEonr 

*  Our  converfation  was  not  above  five  or  fix 
^  minutes,  when  Captain  Hamilton  interrupted  it. 
^  Mr.  Fitzherbert  feemed  difpofed  to  continue  the 
^  converfation  in  his  prefence,  and  afked  me  the 

*  employment  of  my  informant.     So  I  took  my 

*  leave,   thinking  Mr.  Fitzherbert  authority  fuf- 
'  ficient.' 

*  Why  did  not  you  purfue  the  enquiry  at  the 

*  fecond  meeting?' 

'  I  did  not  go  to  Mr.  Fitzherbert  again,  becaufe 

*  I  wgs  fatisHed,  and  thought  no  further  authority 
^  neceifary ;  that  he  could  not  fay  it  lightly  to  A 

*  ftranger  he  never  faw  before.' 

'  Did  not  you  require  particulars  of  the  infor- 
f  motion  ?' 

P  2  *  I  wanted 
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*  I  "wanted  only  to  fettle  the  fad,  whether  over- 

*  tnres  had  been  made, —But  whether  they   had 

*  been  made  or  no,  i  then  thought  it  was  the  ma- 

*  giftrate  who  was  to  enquire  into  the  matter.' 

'  Had  you  any  reafon  to  think  that  overtures 

*  had  been  made  by  D'Eon,  except  from  converia- 

*  tions  with   Mr.   Conway  and   Mr.  Hartly  before 

*  your  firil  feeing  Mr.  Fitzherbertr 
^  I  had  none.' 

'Did  you  underftand  overtures  were  made  by 

*  B'Eon  diredly,  or  through  another  perfon?* 

'  That  was  never  explained.' 

(Dr.  BkckftoM.}  ,.'  Are  you  fure  I  diredled  you 
^  to  go  to  Lord'  Hafifax  F' 

'  Not  diredly  to  Lord  Halifax.  Dodor  Black- 
^  ftone  faid,  "  You  mud  by  all  means  go  to  the  mi- 
*' niftry.     It  is  an  affai/  of  an  alarming  nature." 

*  He  feat  three  days  after  to  know  if  I  had  been  •, 

*  for  he  faid,  ''  If  you  had  not,  I  fhould  think  niy- 
*'  felf  obliged,  a$  a  fervant  to  the  crown,  to  go 
f'  and  give  it  my  felf." 

'  Did  not  1  ufe  topics  of  difcouragement  r 

^He  faid,  '"'I  pity  you  for  what  you  mud  go 
'  throughi."     That  was  all. 

{"^Iv,' Fitzhcrbcrt.)  *  What  words  did  I  \\k  to 
*you?'  '     ■ 

'  I  can't  fay  the  precife  worcls  ufed  by  Mr. 
^  Fitzherbert,  as  to  the  two  Friyy-Counfellors  i 
^  but  after  I  had  mentioned  their  names,  he  ac- 
•  •  *  quainted  me  they  were  tne  perfons  nan}cd  by 
'  D'Eon^  and  then  afked  if  I  had  heard  noching 
f  of  the  Princefs  of  Whiles,.  I  faid  No;  And  then 
'  he  made  the  anfwer  I  mentioned  before,  which, 
f  1  think,  implied  an  acquiefcence.' 

'  Was  my  anfwer  confined  only  to  the  two  nO' 
^  blemenr'  . 

*  I  can't  recolledt  his  words,  but  from  the  tenor 
f  of  our  convcrfaiion  he  acquiefced.' 

*Di4 
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'  Did  you  apprehend  my  information  went  to 

^  any  one  eife?' 

'  After  the  names  of  the  noblemen  were  men- 

*  tioned,  he  then  faid,  '"^  Did  you  hear  nothing  of 
"  the  Prijicefs  of  tValesT  I  faid,  "  No."  Mr.  Fitz- 
J:*erberi  replied,  "  D'Eon  fays,  the  Princefs  of 
"  If^aks  had  fome  of  the  money."' 

(Mr.  Black/lone.)     '  1  took  a  minute  of  what 

*  pafled  between  us;  which  I  will  mention  to  Dr, 
'  M.    I  took  it  immediately  and  communicated  it 

*  the  fame  day   to  an  intimate  friend,  and  it  has 

*  never  fince  been  out  of  my  cuilody.' 

[The  reading  of  this  paper  poltponed  for  a 
fhort  time.] 

'  Did  you  Ihew  this  intelligence  to  any  other 

*  perfon?' 

'  Mr.  Hartly  delired  leave  to  fhew  it  to  Lord 
'  Rockingham^  and  to  the  Duke  of  Portland-,  but 
'  I  don't  recollect  any   other  perfon.     I  never  faw 

*  either  of  thofe  noblemen.' 

'  Did  you  at  any  time  before  your  advertife- 
^  ment,  which  has  been  read,  ihew  it  to  any  other 

*  perfon  ?' 

'  Mr.  Conway  and  Col.  Barre*   I  did  not  (hew  it 

*  to  Sir  Jofeph  Torke,    but  talked  on  it  to  him  at 

*  the  Hague* 

*  Did  you  explain  it  to  him.^' 

'  pnly  what  it  related  to.     I  fhewed  it  to  Sir 

*  John  Cufty  and  left  it  with  him  a  week.     Not  to 

*  Dr.  Markham^    but  mentioned  it  to  him.     To 

*  Dr.  Barrington  I  did.  Net  to  the  Bifhop  of 
<  Gloucefter: 

'  Did  any  perfon,  to  whom  you  fhewed  it,  deem 

*  it  worthy  of  credit  or  foundation  to  proceed 

*  upon  \iV 

'  Dr.  Blackftone  defired  me  to  xarry  it  to  the 

*  Miniftry.  Sir  John  Cuft  faid  it  ought  to  be  in- 
'  quired  into.     Mr.   Conway  faid  every  man,   in 

*  every  ftation^  fhould  do  all  in  his  power  to  brino- 
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*  it  to  light.    This  he  faid  when  he  was  out  of 

*  place.' 

(Col.  Barre.)  *  At  what  time  did  you  come  to 
'  Col.  Barre?' 

*  On  the  i2th  or  13th  oi  May^  ^7^5*  He  faid, 
"  Idon't  believe  the  charge."  "  Is  there  not  founda- 
**  tion  to  enquire  on  ?"  He  faid,  "  To  be  fure,  many 
"  plots  have  been  found  out  in  England  upon  lefs 
**  foundation  5  but  I  don't  believe  it."  Many  other 

*  things  might  pafs.' 

*  Did  you  not  wifli  Col.  Barre  to  flir  this  matter 

*  in  parliament?' 

*  Yes ;  I  thought  it  ought  to  be  done  imme- 

*  diately.  I  thought  Lord  Halifax  tardy.  I  thought 

*  the  evidence  would  be  loft.     It  was  indifferent 

*  to  me  where  truth  lay.     Col.  Barre  faid  to  me, 

*  he  was  at  that  time  much  acquainted  with  Lord 
'  BuU,  and  did  not  believe  it.' 

*  Did  you  not  leave  the  papers  with  me  two  or 

*  three  days  ?' 

*  I  left  them  about  twenty-four  hours.' 

*  Can  you  recollcft  what  paffed  the  laft  two  or 

*  three  minutes?' 

*  It  related  to  Mr.  Mdclean*s  letter.' 

*  Did  not  I  tell  you  that  this  intelligence  having 

*  pafTed  thro'  the  hands  of  great  and  honeft  men^ 

*  did  throw  a  damp  upon  the  enquiry  ?' 

*  I  don't  recolledt  it.' 

*  Were  not  thefe  the  laft  words  I  faid—"  After 
*'  the  gentlemen  you  have  ftiewn  it  to,  1  think  it 
"  an  honour  you  do  me  in  ftiewing  it  to  me ;  and 
**  in  return,  I  think  it  right  to  give  you  advice, 
•'  and  that  is,  that  you  think  well  before  you  go 
"  on  fuch  dangerous  ground  ?" 

*  I  don't  recoiled  it,  but  it  might  be  fo.' 
(Lord  Beauchamp.)     *  Did  not  you  go  to  France 

*  to  get  information  on  this  point  on  purpofe  ?' 

'  No;  I  went  there  with  no  fuch  intent.' 

•  Arc 
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'  Are   you   fure  Lord  Halifax  t-  Id  you  that  he 

*  thought  Lord  Hereford  ihouid  have  procctided  oil 
'  that  information  r' 

*  Lord  Halifax  faid,  "  If  I  had  been  Lord  Hen- 

^^  ford  I  fhould  have  knt  to to  knovi^  what  he 

*'  had  to  fay." 

'  If  the    French  fubjedls   had   been  examined, 

*  would  they  have  anfwered  ?' 

*  I  left  that   to  chance-,  if  they  had  denied  it, 

*  I  lliould  have  done  with  it/ 

'  Did  you  not  intimate  that  one  of  the  inform- 
'  ants  expedled  an  ellabiilliment  in  this  country 
'  before  he  would  give  information  ?' 

*  When  I  talked  with  Mr.  Conway,  he  faid  "  You 
"  may  depend  upon  it  the  man  will  not  difcover 
*'  without  an  afTurance  of  being  taken  care  of  in 
*'  Efigland"     It  did  not  come  from  me,  but  Mr. 

*  Conway.^ 

'  Was  not  the  fecond  informar.t  a  perfon  in  very 
'  indigent  circumftances  ?' 

'  I   can't   anfvver  that  diredly,  but  by  another 

*  queftion,  ''  Whethrr  Lord  Beaucharnp  did  for  that 
*'  reafon  t-hink  him  unworthy  of  his  acquaintance?'* 

(Mr.  jB/^^y^'c;?^.'-— Producing  a    minute    taken 
immediately    after  Dr.  Mufgrave  had    been  with 
him,  the   i  oth  of  May^   ^1^5-^  at  half  pad  eleven  , 
o'clock  in  the  morning.]  — 

'  Dr.  Mufgrave  canie  and  fhewed  me  a  written 
'  converfation  between  him  and  Mr.  Le  Beau,  in 
'  thelatter  end  of  1/6.^  where  he  declared  '  Thac 
'  it  was   believed  at  Faris  that  Lord  Bute  had  re- 

*  ceived  money  for  the  peace;  and  many  other 
'  converfations    with   another  French  ambaffador, 

*  The   Turn  of  the   account  was  this,  That  eight 

*  or  ten  millions  of  livres  had  been  remitted  by  a 
^French  banker,  jufl:   before   the  D.   oi  Bedford 

*  went  to  France.  That  this  was  divided  between 
'  Lord  B.  Mr.  F.  and  a  Ladv,  name  not  men- 
^tionedj  and   that  Mr.   B'Eon  or  Wiv.  Defcalier^ 

P  4.  *  could 
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*  could  inform  him  of  particulars.  He  alfo  fhewed 
'  me  luord  Holland's  letters  and  anfwers.     He  told 

*  me  he  had  communicated  it  to  General  Conway^ 
'  and  that  he  had  learnt  from  Mr.  Fitzherbert  that 

*  D'Eon  tells  the  fame  flory,  except  that  he  mcn- 

*  tions  the  Princefs  of  Waks^  which  Dr.  M  ob- 

*  ferved  might  be  no  inconfiftency,  if  a  maid  of 
'  honour's  name  only  was  made  ufe  of,  and  the 
'  money  paid  over  by  her  to  the  Princefs  Dowager 
'  of  U^des,  Dr.  Mufgrave  feemed  to  be  attached 
'  to  D'Eon's  caufe,  and  believed  the  ftory  of  his 
'  afTaffination  being  attempted  by  Count  dcGuercby, 

*  and  his  coffers  being  fearched.  He  afked  me  if 
'  this  was  fufHcient  to  juftify  bringing  it  before 
^  the  Secretary  of  State.  As  our  acquaintance 
'  was  fmall,  I  was  furprized.     I  told  him  that  the 

*  affair  was  delicate,  both  as  to  things  and  perfons, 

*  and  that  he  fhould  well  confider  the  confequences 

*  if  his  friend  fhould  deny  it.     He  faid  his  friend 

*  was  a  man  of  honour^  and  knew  he  left  Paris 

*  for  that  purpofe.     I  begged  to  be  excufed  advif- 

*  ing  him,    but  he  would  do  right  to  confider, 

*  that  it  would  depend  on  convidion  of  his  own 
'  mind,  and  his  friend's  veracity.    It  was  equally  a 

*  duty  to  difciofe  fuch  a  tranfa<5lion  on  good  foun- 

*  dation,  and  to  ftifie  it  in  the  birth,  if  founded 
'  on  malice  or  ignorance.     We  parted,    and  he 

*  feemed  inclined  to  proceed.     I  don't  recolledt  the 

*  converfation  he  mentions  three  days  after.     It 

*  might  be.     I  thought  him  fuch  an  Enthufiaft  as 

*  might  have  difordered  his  imagination.' 

(Mr.  Speaker.)    '  The  Honourable  Gentleman 

*  delivered  to  me  a  copy  of  the  paper  he  has  now 

*  read-,  which  has  been  in  my  cuftody  ever  fince.' 

(Dr.  Mufgrave.)  *  As  to  the  fecond  converfation, 

*  Dr.  Black/lone  will  recoiled  it  if  I  fliew  him  his 

*  note,  defiring  me  to  come  to  him.     I  have  not 
.  *  that  note   about   me,  but  I  am  fure  it  is  ftill  in 

*  my  poffefCon,    1  don't  know  what  Mr.  Blackftone 

*  thinks 
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*  thinks  of  my  enthufiafm-,  but  I  remember  he 

*  trembled,  feemed  much  afFecled,  and  let  the  paper 
"  drop,  as  in  great  agitation. 

(Sir  Geo.  Tonge.)     '  After  I  had  exprefled  my 

*  furprize  at  his  coming  to  me,  he  told  me  he  had 
-*lai'd  the  matter  before  Lord  Halifax^    who  was 

*  willing  to  receive.information  from  any  gentleman 

*  whatever.  He  preiTed  it  fo  ftrongly  that  I  thought 

*  he  came  with  a  meffage,  but  he  did  not  fay  that. 

*  I  faid  "  If  Lord  Halifax  will  fend  forme  1  will  wait 
*'  on  him,  but  1  know  nothing  at  all  of  the  matter, 
*'  with  regrard  to  the  fecond  meetinp-  at  Mr.  Fitz-   . 
*'  kerberfs^  nor  did  I  know  he  had  told  the  flory  to 

"  Mr.  Fitzherhert  till  I  faw  it  in  the  papers." 
(Mr.  Fitzherbtrt.)  '  I  never  remember  being  in 

*  the  fame  room  with  Sir  Geo.  Tonge  and  Dr.  Muf- 
^  grave.     Tiv.  Mufgrave  came  and  talked  in    the 

*  fame  ftile,  and  told  me  the  ftory  he  fays  I  told  him. 

*  I  don't  remember  I  faid  any  thing  at  that  time. 

*  The  Dc6lor  came  and  told  me  this  ftory.     I  will 

*  do  myfelf  the  juftice  to  tell  all  I  knew  at  that 
'  time,  though  I  don't  recolleft  I  told  it  him.  We 
'  v/ere  then  a  good  many  of  us  in  a  Society  in  Al- 
'  bemarle-ftreet.  1  had  an  office  in  that  Society. 
'  When  he  had  told  me  all  he  had  to  fay,  I  wiihed 
'  to  change  the  fubjed ;  he  would  not ;  fo  I  told 
'  all  1  knew  of  it.  Captain  Cole^  a  gentleman  of 
'  great  admittance,  had  come  to  me,  and  faid, 
'  D'J^cn  defires  me  to  tell  you  he  is  apprehenfive 

*  of  being  taken  away  by  force,  on  account  of  a  - 
'  quarrel  with  Count  Guerchy,  in  which  Miniftry 

*  would  affift  him.  He  defired  me  to  communicate 
'  it  to  the  Society,  which  I  did.  He  recommended 

*  UEon  as  an  agreeable  man.  I  communicated  it 

*  to  Sir  Geo.  Tonge,  and  defired  him  to  go  with 
^  me,  becaufe  he  could  fpeak  French,  which  1  could 

*  not  cafily.     No  day  was  appointed.    We  never 

*  did  meet.  1  never  knew  Mr.  D'Eon:  I  never  re- 
^  ceived  a  letter  from  him.  As  to  going  on  with 

'  the 
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*  the  Gonverfation  and  naming  the  Princefs  oUVales^ 
*'  I  have  nothing  to  fay  to  that,  I  have  no  trace 
'of  it  in  my  memory:  It  mud  depend  on  onr  ve- 

*  racity;  nor  had  I  any  direi5l  mcffage,  but  from 

*  Captain  Cole^   from  jy Eon^  as  to  his  apprehen- 

*  fions  of  being  taken  away.* 

(Mr.  Speaker.)     '  Dr.   Mufgrave^  would  you  aHc 

*  thefe  gentlemen,  or  either  of  them,   any  quef- 

*  tions  V 

(Dr.  Mufgrave.)  '  I  was  not  prepared  for 
'  thefe  anfwers :  and  1  have  no  queftions  to  afk 
'  them ;  only  of  Mr.  Fox  oxiq  queftion.'  [To  Mr. Fox. 1 

'  Had  you  any  converfation  with  Mr.  Hartly, 
'  or  Mr.  'iyrwhit^  on  this  occafion  ?/ 

'  Never;  diredlly  or  indirediy.' 

(Dr.  Mufgrave.)     '  Mr.  Hartly  could  give  the 

*  Houfe  intormation  on  this  fubjcd.' 

'  Is  he  here  ?* 

*  No;  he  is  out  of  town.' 

(Mr.  Macleane,)  '  In  the  year  1764,  Mr.  Stuart 

*  and  I  went  to  Paris^  in  April-,  Mr.  Stuart  was  ill, 

*  and  defired  to  be  attended  by  an  Englifb  phyfician. 

*  I  did  not  know  Dr.  Mufgrave  at  that  time.     On 

*  enquiry,  I  found  two  £;7g-/z}^  phyfician s  there,  Dr. 

*  GerA  and  Dr.  Mufgrave -,  I  then  went  to  Dr.  Muf- 
*' grave^  and  he  attended  Stuart  as  his   phyfician. 

*  In  that  attendance  he  very  abruptly  told  me  he 
'  had  a  fecret  of  the  utmoft  importance.  The  next 
'  day  he  mentioned  it  again,  and  before  Mr.  Stuart 
*-  hefaid,  that  the  peace  had  been  fold;  that  a  mil- 

*  lion  of  money  was  paid  for  it  -,  one  half  to  the 
'  Princefs  of  PFales^  and  the  other  half  to  Lord 
'  Holland  and  Lord  Bute.  I  faid  it  was  a  great 
'  fecret  indeed,  but  he  ought  to  have  good  autho- 

*  rity,  as  they  were  names  of  weight.  I  told  him, 
'  I  wondered  he  rtiould  truft  his  fecret  to  m.e,  a 
'  firanger  to  him.  He  faid,  we  agreed  perfectly  in 
'  political  fcntiments,  and  therefore  he  mentioned 
'  It.     1  advifed  him  to  be  cautious.     He  faid  he 

*  was 
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was  certain,  and  told  me  who  were  his  intelligen- 
cers, and  that  from  the  nature  of  their  offices, 
they  conld  not  receive  any  hurt  from  it.  When 
he  told  me  who  his  intelligencer  was,  I  preffed 
upon  him  why  it  could  have  no  foundation  in 
truth,  that  I  had  fufficient  reafon  to  wifii  him  to 
conceal  it,  anddefiredhim  to  conceal  it,  and  de- 
fired  him  to  call  on  me  before  he  left  Paris. 
Among  other  reafons  I  ufed,  was  that  which  he 
mentions  in  his  narrative,  came  from  him.  I 
mentioned  Le  Borders  intimacy  with  two  perfons 
acquainted  with  the  peace,  and  therefore  probably 
it  might  be  for  that  purpcfe.  He  told  m.e  he 
(hould  leave  P^m  in  a  few  days;  I  prefled  him 
to  give  up  his  defign,  and  that  I  had  fomething 
to  communicate  to  him  before  he  went.  He  pro- 
mifed  to  dine  with  me.  On  his  coming,  I  was 
under  apprehenfions,  and  expreffed  them  to  Mr.  * 
Stuart.  Major  Maclane  and  I  went  to  his  hotel, 
and  though  we  faw  the  Dodor  look  out  of  the 
window^  we  enquired  for  him,  and  the  fervant 
faid  he  was  not  at  home,  but  that  he  was  in  Paris. 
I  enquired  again  in  the  evening.  They  told  me 
he  went  in  the  afternoon  of  that  day.  I  then 
went  and  wrote  my  letter,  which  has  been  read, 
having  told  Mr.  Fi?;*' the  thing  mentioned  in  the 
letter.  When  I  received  Mr.  Fox\  anfwer,  I  fert 
a  fervant  exprcfs,  who  could  not  overtake  him. 
The  letter  was  forwarded  :  I  received  two  anfwers 
from  him  ;  the  firft  1  have  loft,  it  was  to  call  me 
to  an  account  for  what  I  had  done-,  in  this,  which 
is  thefecond,  and  is  very  lliort,  he  fays,  the  only 
reafon  he  could  not  return  was,  his  apprehenfion 
that  he  might  injure  the  perfons  from  whom  he 
had  the  intelligence.  I  have  frequently  mentioned 
this  to  Col.  BarrCy  Mr.  Shtnff  Town/end^  and  fe- 
veral  others.  As  our  ftory  differs  materially  in 
point  of  fadt,  the  Houfc  will  weigh  whether  I 

'  could 
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^  could  have  ever  had  any  inducement  to  frame  this 
*tale.' 

(Dr.  Mufgrave  faysj  he  never  wrote  a  letter  to 
call  him  to  account.) 

Letter  read.  "  I  beg  to  be  exciifed  frotfi  an- 
"  fwering  your  letter  at  prefent  till  I  fee  Mr.  Stuart^ 
•'  &:c."  I  did,  oh  my  honour,  receive  another 
letter,  and  fhewed  it  to  feveral  perfons. 

(Dr.  Mufgrave  aiks.)     '  Did  you  decline  intro- 

*  ducing  me  to  CoL  Barre?* 

'  Yes.' 

*  Did  you  not  invite  me  to  dine  with  Col.  Barre?^ 

*  Yes — But  you  afked  me  to  introduce  you  on 

*  this  bufmefs,  and  I  declined  it.' 

(Colonel  ^<:?rr^.)  '  Mr.  M?^/^^;^^  invited  feveral 
^  young  men  and  me,  and  Dr.  Mufgrave  to  dinner^ 
'  but  no  form  of  introduction.  That  was  the  only 
^  time  1  faw  Dr.  Mufgrave^  till  he  called  on  mc  in 
'  London.'' 

(Mr.  Macleane.)    '  He  told  me  he  would  apply 

*  to  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  &c.  I  faid  "  You  had 
''  better  apply  to  Col.  Barre^  who  will  make  you 
*'  drop  your  proceedings,  though  I  cannot." 

(Col.  Barre.)  '  I  often  heard  Mr.  Macledne  fpeak 
'  on  this  occafion.  He  had  given  me  a  favourable 
'  imprelTion  of  Dr.  Mufgrave'^s  charader.  That  was 
'  the  reafon  I  gave  him  the  advice  I  did.' 

'  As  you  mention  UEon  in  your  paper  delivered 

*  to  Lord  Halifax^  why  did  you  fay  that  you  firfl 
'  heard  B' Eon's  name  mentioned  by  Mr.  Conway  ?' 

'  It  was  at  Paris  that  I  firft  heard  UEon  could 
'  difcover  it;    but  from  Mr.  Conway  that  D'Eon 

*  was  difpofed  to  difcover  it.     Mr.  Conway  fpoke 

*  of  it  as  a  report,  that  UEon  had  dropt  hints  of 

*  this  matter,  and  then  aflced  me^  if  I  had  heard  it, 

*  and  would  go  to  Mr.  If  Eon.  I  faid  I  would  not. 

'  Have  you  any  thing  elfe  to  fay,  or  any  other 

*  information  to  give  to  the  Houfe  V 

*  1  would 
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'  I  would  make  fome  remarks  on  the  inform^- 

*  tion   which  I  received  at  Paris,     I   told  Lord 

*  Halifax  when  I  firft  faw  him,  that  this  was  not 
'  mere  Coffce-hoiife  difcourfe,  but  that  I  had  re- 
^  ceived  my  intelligence  from  perfons  of  credit.    I 

*  mentioned  to  him  the  Secretary  of  the  Sardinian 
'  Em.bafTy.  That  the  paper  I  then  left  with  him 
'  was  not  evidence.     That  I  never  confidered  it  as 

*  fuch,  but  merely  as  a  ground  of  further  enquiry. 
'  I  apprehend  that  enquiries  made  by  magiftra-tes, 

*  are  previous  to  evidence.  That  when  evidence 
'  is  once  given,  there  is  an  end  of  enquiry.  That 
'  it  is  ufual  for  magiftrates  to  iflue  their  warrants 
'  to  apprehend  and  commit  perfons  merely  on  fuf- 

*  picion,    and   this   without  evidence.     I   defired 

*  that  he  would,  in  the  firft  place,  fend  for  Sir  Geo. 
'  Tonge^  and  Mr.  Fitzherbert^  which  I  conceive  he 
^  fhould  have  done.  Indeed  they  were  then  both 
^  out  of  place.  Why  did  he  not  fend  for  them? 
'  that  would  have  fatisfied  me.  If  they  had  con- 
'  firmed  what  I  had  faid,  he  ihould  then  have  fent 
^  for  jyEon  and  have  proceeded  in  the  enquiry. 
'  This  will  be  a  ftanding  leflbn  and  example;  an 
^  example  what  magiftrates  are  to  do  in  future. 

*  There  may  be  hereafter,  whatever  there  is  now, 

*  real  ground  .for  fufpicion  of  fome  confpiracy,  the 
^  neglect  of  which  may  be  attended  with  fatal 
'  confequences,  and  all  men  will  be  deterred  from 
'  attempting   to  make   the  necelTary  difcoveries.* 

Withdrew. 
Sir  Geo,   Ojhorne  then  obferved  on  the  whole, 
«  that  the  manner  in  which  the  Dodlor  got  his  evi- 

*  dence  was  futile  in  the  higheft  degree,  amount- 

*  ing  only  to  Coffee-houfe  difcourfes,  whth  men 

*  of   no   account   or  poffibility  of  knowing  the 

*  things  alledged  ;  that  it  had  appeared  fo  not  only 
\  to  Lord  Halifax^  but  alfo  to  many  gentlemen  in 
*X)ppofition,  to  whom  the  Dodlor's  fecret  had 
fbeen  entrufted,   and  who  every  one  gave  the 

^fame 
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*  fame  opinion;  that  the  Doctor  appeared  to  him 

*  the  la(t  miferable  engine  of  a  deipairing  fadion. 
'  He  trufted  Lord  Halifax  was  acquitted  in  the^ 

*  eyes  of  the  whole  Houle,  from  obftruding,  in 

*  any    degree,    public  juftice,    as  indeed  he  had 

*  been  from  many  other  equally  malicious  charges 

*  on  him  ;  in  parrlc«lar  that  of  General  Warrants, 

*  \n  which  it  appeared  to  be  againft  his  own  opi- 
^  nion  ;  but  over-ruled  by  the  opinions  of  the  law 
'  officers,  and   the  pradice  of  former  Secretaries, 

*  he    had   aded    in  them  from  his  hand  not  his 

*  heart.' 

He   therefore    moved,   ^  That  the  accurations 

*  brought  by  Dr.  Mufgrave  againft  the  Earl  of 
''Halifax^  were  in  the  highell  degree   frivolous*, 

*  tht  evidence  he  brought  not  being,  in  any  de- 
'  gree,  ilifHcient  to  proleeute  an  er>quiry  on.* 

Mr.  Coxe  feconded  the  motion,    but  obfcrved, 

*  That  it  was  an  infamous  afperfion  that  Dr.  Miff- 

*  grave  was  the  tool  of  a  fadion,    he  not  being 

*  in  any  (liape  employed  by  any  gentleman  in  Qp- 

*  pofition,   but  ading  entirely  from  himfelf.' 

The  morion  was  carried:  and  the  Dodor  imme- 
diately returned  into  the  country. 

Jan.  31.  The  H<^ufe  refolved  itfelf  into  a  com- 
mittee upon  the  (late  of  the  nation.  [Vir.  Bowdef- 
well  obferved^  '  that  after  the  refokition  the  com- 
'  mittee  had  come  to  at  their  laO:  fitting,  (viz. 
'  That  the  Houfe,  in  matters  of  eledion,  fnould 

*  be-  governed   by  the  law  of  the  land,    and  the 

*  known  and  eftablifhed  ufage  of -Parliamt-nt ;  the 

*  next   (tep,  in  courfe,  mufl  be   to  declare,  that 

*  a  refolution  of  one  Houfe  of  Parliament  did  not 

*  create  a  law.  The  reafon  of  this  he  fhewed  in 
'the  diilindion   between  the  legiQative  and  jadi- 

*  cia<l  capacity  of  the  Houfe.  In  the  former,  they 
'  were  only  a  part  of  the  great  body  of  the  nation, 
'  controuicd  by  the  Lords  and  King,  over  whom 
'  agcin  they  had  a  controul-,  and  in  the  latter  ca- 

6  '  pacity, 
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*  pacity,  as  far  as  regarded   their  own  members, 

*  (under  the  reftri6lions  of  the  firft  refolution)  they 

*  were  abfoiute.  That  if  the  Houfe  conld,  of 
'  itfelf,  create  an  incapacity,  and  then  decide  on 
'  that  incapacity,  it  would  be  a  defpotic  power 
'  lodged   in    one   branch  of   the  legifiature,   and 

*  which  muft  end  in  the  mod  abfoiute  tyranny. 
^  That  to  quiet  the  fears  of  the  people  on  this 

*  laft  fubjedv:,  it  was  neceflary  for  the  Houfe  to  dif- 

*  claim  any  fuch  pretenfions;'  he  therefore  moved, 
"  That  by  the  law  of  the  land,  and  the  law  and 
"  ufage  of  Parliament,  no  perfon  eligible  of  com- 
"  mon  right,  can  be  incapacitated  by  a  refolution 
"  of  the  Houfe,  but  by  an  act  of  Parliament 
*'  only." 

Lord  North  faid,   '  that  tho'  in  one  fenfe  he 

*  could  fubfcribe  to  the  truth  of  this  refolution, 

*  yet  in  another  he  thought  it  not  true,  partlcu- 
'  iarly  if  applied  to  the  cafe  of  the  Middlefex  elec- 
'  tion,  in  which  the  incapacity  arofe  out  of,  or 
'  was  the  confequence  of  expulfion;  that  he  alfo 
'  thought  this  an  improper  time  to  come  to  fuch 

*  a  refolution,  as  there  being  no  caufe  now  before 

*  the  Houfe  to  be  decided  in  a  judicial  way.   That 

*  general  refolutions  ought  never  to  be  gone  into, 

*  unlefs  fome  intentions  appeared  to  ground  a  bill 

*  on ;  that  he  fhould  not  move  any  amendment  to 

*  the  queftion,  but  fhould  move  that  the  chairman 

*  fhould  leave  the  chair.' 

[The  arguments  on  the  queftion  for  and  againft 
bting  the  fame  v/hich  we  mentioned  before,  we 
Ihali  not  go  into  them  again,  but  obferve,  that 
the  motion,  "  to  leave  the  chair,"  is  in  the  com- 
mittee, a  fubftitute  for  the  previous  quellion  in 
the  Houfe,  and  ufed  by  parliamentary  craft  to  pre- 
vent the  putting  a  queflion,  which  a  majority 
fnould  difiike  to  fee  on  the  votes.  By  this  means 
the  queftian  was  lofl,  as  feveral  of  the  majority 
had  owned  the  truth  of  the  propofition,  and  muft- 

have 
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have  voted  for  it,  but  the  queftion  being  on  leav- 
ing the  chair,  they  faved  themfelves,  and  only  put 
off  giving  any  determination  on  the  motion  at  all. 
Lord  Nor  lb  was  a  good  deal  abufed  for  ib  poor 
an  evafion  of  truth  on  the  firft  day  of  his  new 
power,  (he  being  declared  Firll  Lord  of  the 
Treafury)  as  an  inaufpicious  prefage  of  his  future 
gdminiftration.  However  the  queftion  was  carried^ 
226  to  196.] 

During  the  courfe  of  this  debate,  Colonel  Barre 
inade  an  attack  on  the  new  power  of  Lord  Norths 
defcribing  the  ftate  under  the  Gmiiitude  of  a  veflei 
tolTed  in  a  itormy  fea,  which  had  juil  parted  her 
main-maft,  (the  Dukeof  G>^/>(?;/j)  and  dqw  fcud- 
ded  under  a  jury-maft,  (Lord  Norths)  that  they 
now  hung  out  fignals  for  pilots  from  the  other 
fide  of  the  Ploufe,  but  none  would  afTift  them  till 
the  old  men  and  crew  had  left  the  vefTel. 

This  brought  on  a  reply  from  Lord  Northy  ^  in 
f  which  he  acknowledged  the  ftorms  which  had  al- 

*  mod  overpowered  the  veiTel,  but  obferved  they 
'  came  from  the  other  fide  of  the  Houfe,  who, 
*-  as  they  had  raifed  them,  they  alone  knew  how' 
'  to  lay  them ;  but  the  vefTel  was  not  yet  in  fuch 

*  diflrefs  as  to  hang  out  fignals  for  pilots,  thofe  on 

*  board  being  very  capable  of  conducing  her 
^  into  port.' 

Feb,  I.  A  committee  on  the  importation  of 
tallow. 

No  debate. 

Feb.  2.  The  report  of  the  number  of  ftamen, 
the  fame  as  lad  year,  viz.  16,000  men,  marines 
included.  The  motion  to  defire  his  Majefty  to 
inform  the  Houle,  who  advifed  him  to  take  the 
feals  from  Lord  Camden^  was  to  have  come  on  to- 
day, but  being  aimed  againft  the  Duke  of  Graf- 
ton^ and  he  having  refigned,  the  motion  was  put  off. 

Feb.  5.  Mr.  Herbert  moved  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  bill  ''  to  regulate  the  confequences  of  expul- 

'  fions 
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*'  fions  from  this  Houfe."  On  being  afked  what 
ideas  he  propofed  in  this  bill,  he  faid  '  he  had 
'  not  yet  determined,  but  had  two  lines  in  his 

*  conception;  the  firft,  that  incapacitation  fhould 
'  not  follow  expulfion,  except  in  particular  cafes^ 
'  when  judgment  had   been   given  in   the  courts 

*  below;  the  other  line  was,  that  incapacitation 

*  fhould  follow  expulfion  for  a  given  time  only; 

*  (as  for  a  year)  that  on  which  of  thofe  lines  he 
'  Ihould  brino;  in  his  bill  he  was  not  determined.' 

There  was  no  regular  oppofition  to  the  bring- 
ing in  a  bill;  but  it  was  objefted,  that  a  bill  to 
regulate  the  confequences  of  expulfion  would 
imply  that  expulfion  was  legal,  which  there  might 
be  many  reafons  to  doubt,  it  not  being  founded 
on  law;  that  either  of  the  lines  would  be  liable 
to  great  inconveniencies;  as  in  the  firft,  it  would 
be  difficult  to  afcertain  what  cafes  incapacitation 
v/ould  take  efFe6l  in;  that  in  the  fecond,  incapa- 
citation for  a  year  would  have  the  fame  effect  as 
for  the  whole  Parliament,  as  it  would  prevent  a 
re-eledion,  and  fubjedt  the  Houfe  to  as  great  in^ 
conveniencies  from  a  miniftry,  as  a  general  inca- 
pacitation would  do,  confequently  would  not,  by 
any  means,  reflore  quiet  to  the  country;  that  all 
declaratory  laws  weakened  the  common  law ;  that 
our  anceftors,  in  the  cafe  of  fhip-money,  would 
not  bring  in  a  bill  to  regulate  the  prerogative  in 
that  point,  but  at  once  declared  it  illegal.  How- 
ever, the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  brought  in. 

In  the  courfe  of  this  debate,  it  was  averred,  that 
in  the  Houfe  of  Lords,  it  had  been  publicly  debated, 
that  the  expulfion  of  Mr.  JVilkes,  and  afterwards 
his  incapacitation  had  been  previoufly  debated  and 
determined  on  in  a  cabinet  council.  This  looked 
like  a  mandate  from  the  council,  which  the  Houfe 
of  Commons  had  implicitly  obeyed. 

Lord  North  acknowledged,  '  that   it  would   beLord  mrtk, 
*.the  higheft  prefumption,  and  extrem^ely  culpable 

Vol.  VIII.         '        Q.  '  for     - 
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'  for  the  council  to  determine  any  fuch  thing,  but 
'  denied  that  any  cabinet  council  was  called  for  that 

*  purpofe.    On  the  other  hand  it  was  averred  in  the 

*  Houfe  of  Lords,  a  Lord  fpeaking  to  Lord  Cam- 

*  den^  "  When  you  was  at  the  council  where  the  . 
*'  expullion  was  determined^  you  did  not  oppofe  it.'* 
[It  is  probable  both  accounts  were  true  •,  no  coun- 
cil was  called  for  that  exprefs  purpofe,  and  yet  it 
was  debated  and  determined  in  a  council.  But 
why  Ihould  the  Houfe  of  Commons  be  afhamed 
to  own  they  obey  the  dilates  of  the  miniftry,  when 
the  fad  is  notorious  to  the  whole  world  ?] 

Mr.  Gren-     Jn  the  courfe  of  this  debate,  Mr.  Grenvilk  afk- 

'"'^^''         ing,  «  Who  are  the  authors,  who  the   abettors  of 

Col.    •2'i'^' libels  ?  who  are  they  .?' Colonel  Luttrell  an^wcred^ 

'  that  he  could  inform  the  Houfe  of  one  of  thofe  a- 

*  bettors,  and  named  a  noble  relation  of  Mr.  Gren- 

*  ville's  (Lord  1'emple)  who,  he  faid,  he  had  almofi 
^  legal  evidence,  was  the  publiilier  of  a  libel  againft 

*  him,  in  printing  his  foolilli  letters  about  a  girl  at 

*  Oxford,^  Having  exprelTed  himfelf  very  confufed- 
ly,  Mr.  Grenvilk  thought  himfelf  meant,  and  there- 
fore exculpated   himfelf  by   declaring,  '  he  never 

*  faw  thofe  letters  either  in   print  or    manufcript; 

*  and  obferved,  that  though  it  was  indecent  and 
'  cruel  to  print  letters  of  any  man,  wrote  in  the 

*  folly  of  youth,  yet  a  gentleman's  own  letters  could 
'  not  well  be  called  a/ii'^/ao-ainil  him.' 

Mr.  JVai-       j7^^.  6.  Captain  Walfingham   read  a  letter  from 

jiKgjum,      Lqj.(^  Temple^  in  which  he  alfo  denied  having  ever 

feen  the  manufcript  of  thofe  letters,  or  being  di- 

redlly  or  indlredly  concerned  in  printing  them. 

Mr.   Grf»-Mr.  Grenville  obkrvQc].,  '  that  this  was  a  very  pub- 

*  lie  accufation  of  a  noble  Lord,  and  begged  to  re- 
'  mind  Col.  Luttrell^    that  one  reprefentative   for 

*  Middle fex  had  been  expelled  for  an  accufation  of 
'  Lord  Weymouth^  he  (Col.  Luttrel)  ought  to  take 

*  care  left  another  fhould  meet  the  fame  fate,  for  an 

*  accufation  of  Lord  Temple,''    -An  altercation  was 

about; 
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about  to  enfae,  but  the  Houfe  interfered.  [It  Is 
certain  that  this  accufation  was  falfe :  as  it  appear- 
ed to  the  cleared  and  ftrongeft  convidlion  of  all  pre- 
fenr,  that  the  noble  Lord  had  no  degree  of  con- 
cern in,  or  knowledge  of,  the  publication  of  thole 
foolifh  letters.] 

Pomfret  eledion  then  came  on.  A  law  was  pall^ 
ed  in  the  fecond  of  George  II.  that  the  laft  deter- 
mination of  the  Houfe  fhould  be  final.  It  appear- 
ed, that  in  refpedl  to  Pomfret^  a  refolution  had  been 
made  by  the  Houfe  in  1624,  viz.  "  the  eledion 
'^  ought  to  be  in  the  inhabitants^  houfeholders^  reji- 
dents  \*  but  this  refolution  being  inverted  in  the 
Journals  in  a  double  entry,  viz.  by  the  c\tx\C^fon 
and  the  clerk,  a  doubt  was  ftarted,  whether  thofe, 
as  they  were  not  exadly  the  fame,  could  be  confi- 
dered  as  the  iail  refolution.  Council  was  heard  for 
and  againft  them  ;  to  eltablifn  them,  it  was  urged, 

*  that  the  words  of  them  both  were  clear  and  de- 

*  cifive,  as  to  who  were  to  be  the  ele6lors;  that  the 
'  entries  being  double,  did  by  no  means  deflroy  their 
'  authority;  that  it  was  eiTential  to  preferve  in  its  pu- 

*  rity  that  ad  of  Parliament,  which  took  away  from 

*  the  Houfe  the  power  of  determining  one  day,  di- 

*  reclly  contrary  to  what  they  had  done  before.' 

On  the  contrary,  it  was  faid,  '  that  thofe  deter- 
«  minations  were  doubtful  in  themfelve^,  being  va- 

*  ried  one  from  the  other-,  that  they  were  extraju- 
^  dicial,  the  difpute  not  being  before  the  Houfe, 
'  who  were  the  elecfors  ?  that  the  conftant  ufage  at 
^.P^ntefraSi  was  contrary  to  them,  even  within  three 

*  years   after  they  were  fuppofed  to   have  pafTed ; 

*  two  conteiled  eledlions  being   determined  by   the 

*  Houfe  (ince  that  time,  on  the  principles  that  the 

*  hurgefs  holders  were  the  only  eleflors  •,  that  thefe 
'  determinations  being  judicial,  and  founded  on  a 
'  cuftom  of  one  hundred   and   forty  years,  might 

*  more  properly  be    called    final   determinations, 

0^2  *  though 
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*  though  in  the   journals  they   are   called  agree- 


ments.' 


M 


On  a  divifion,  161  were  again  ft  the  refolutions 
being  final,  32  for  them.  By  this  means  the  bur- 
gefs  tenure  of  Pontefra^  is  eftablifhed  beyond 
doubt. 

Feb,  7.  Lord  North  propofed  the  land-tax  three 

fliillings  in  the  pound  -,  it  was  not  oppofed.     Mr. 

M',  To-wnf.  Sheriff  ^own/end  faid,  '  he  protefted  againft    this 

^"^^  '  tax,  Middlefex  not  being  legally   reprelented,  he 

*  therefore  (hould  not  pay  it;  they  might  feize  his 
'  goods,  but  would  never  give  up  a  point  which 
'  the  conftitution  warranted.'     Lord   North  faid, 

*  that  muft  be  left  to  the  determination  of  the  law  ; 
'  if  that  warranted  the  gentleman,  he  would  do  well 

*  to  refufe.' 
DcGrey.      Mr.  T'.  Be  Grey  faid,    '  he  hoped  Lord  North 

'  would  acquaint  the  Houfe,  if  it  would  be  necef- 
^  fary  to  keep  the  land-tax  at  three  fhillings  the  next 

*  year ;  that  he  hoped  it  would  be  reduced  to  two, 

*  as  the  land-tax  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  pay 

*  the  national  debt.'  Lord  North  gave  little  an- 
fwer,  '  as  he  could  not  lay  what  might  happen  be- 
'  fore  next  year.' 

Feb.  8.  No  debates. Mr.  Moreton  gave   up 

^  .  tho,  Abingdon  hvi^mtis  to  Mr»  Baily,  who  was  de- 
clared duly  eledled.  Indeed,  he  had  made  fo  many 
occafional  votes  to  ferve  the  purpofe  of  the  late  e- 
ledlion ;  rating  feveral  perfons  who  were  not  able 
to  pay,  and  refufing  others  who  had  paid,  that 
moit  people  believed  he  mull  have  loft  it  in  the 
Houfe. 

Feb,  9.  No  debate. 

Feb:  12.  The  Houfe  refolved  itfelf  into  a   com- 
mittee on  the  ftate  of  the  nation. 
Mr.  Dow      Mr,  Dowdefwell  observed,  '  that  it  had  been  the 
dcfwei/.       i  uniform  cuftom  of  our  anceftors  to  prelerve  our 

*  conftitution,  by  preferving  the  independence  of 

*  the  eftates  which  formed  it,  from  the  power  or 

'  influence 
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'  influence  of  each  other;  that  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
''  mons  might  be  confidered  in  a  double  capacity, 

*  as  part  of  the  legidature  to  enadt  laws,  and  as  a 

*  bulwark    to    preferve  the  liberties    of  the   peo- 

*  pic  from  the  power  of  the  Crown.  This  laft 
'  part  of  their  duty  confifted  in  carefully  watching 

*  every  attempt  by  which  that  power  might  be  in- 

*  creafed,  or  change  in  the  general  fyftem  of  things, 
'  by  which  fuch  increafe  might  almofl:  impercepti- 

*  bly  creep  into  the  conftitution.     In  the  latter  cafe, ' 
'  it  was  our  duty,  by  wholefome  laws,  to  counteract 

'  fuch  innovations.  In  the  iaft  century,  the  ftrug- 
'  gle  was  betwixt  the  power  of  the  Crown,  and  the 

*  liberties  of  the  people.  In  the  prefent  century, 
'  it  was  betwixt  the  influence  of  the  Crown  and  the 

*  independance  of  the  people.  This  influence,  he 
'  obferved,  hadarifen  chiefly  from  the  confequences 

*  of  the  three  lafl:  wars  with  France  -,  that  the  extent 
'  with  which  thefe  wars  were  carried  on,  had,  in 
'  its  confequence,  intailed  on  this  nation  an  cnor- 

*  mous  debt,  and  prodigious  increafe  of  the  peace 
'  eltablifhmenr.  The  immenfe  taxes  which  mud 
'  be  raifed  to  provide  for  thofe  purpofes,  had  una- 

*  voidably  drawn  on  a  prodigious  increafe  in  the 

*  officers  who  colleded  them.     In  King  William^ 

*  time,  the  expences  of  colledling  the  excife  a- 
'  mounted  to  lOOjOOol.  a  year,  at  prefent  it  amounts 

*  to  3qo,oool. 

*  The  expence  of  colledting  the  cufloms  ufed  to 

*  be  20o,oool.  and  now  amounts  to  6oo,cocl.  this 
'  revenue  of  900,0001.  or  the  greateft  part  of  it, 
'  is  parcelled  out  in  little  places  to  excife  andcufl:om- 

*  houfeofflcers,  who  are  mofl:  of  them  voters  infome 

*  city  or  borough,  and  who,  from  their  fltuation  in 

*  life,  muft  beat  the  con:imand  of  the  minifler ;  this 
'  influence  is  fo  extended,  that  every  gentleman  in 
'  the  Houfe  knew  very  well  the  inconveniencies  of 
'  contending  againfl:  what  is  called   the  Court    in- 

*  terefl:;  to  remedy  this  great  evil,  and  take   aw/ay 

Q^  3  '  this    ' 
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this  undue  influence  of  the  Crown,  he  moved, 
*'  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  difqualify 
*' certain  officers  of  the  excife  and  cuftoms  from 
*'  voting  at  elections  of  members  of  Parliament." 

The  miniitry  feemed  furprized  at  this  attempt  ; 
they  obferved,  that  the  manner  of  introducing  it 
^  to  the  Houfe  was  irregular ;  (viz.  at  a  committee) 

that  they  could  hardly  conceive  the  gentleman  who 
made  the  motion,  meant  any  thing  by  it,  mo  re  than 
a  queflion  to  teaze  the  miniftry,  as  they  were  fure, 
if  be  was  in  power,  he  never  would  confcnt  to  an  act 
cf  that  nature-,  that  no  regular  information  being 
before  the  Houfe,  they  could  not  properly  provide 
a  remedy  for  what  was  not  an  evil  •,  and  more  par- 
ticularly obferved,  that  it  would  be  exceeding  cruel 
to  deprive  fo  greai  a  number  of  people  of  their 
franchifes  -,  it  was  an  odd  way,  when  they  pretended 
to  be  Itruggling  for  the  liberty  of  the  fubje6t,  to 
take  away  by  force  the  liberty  of  fo  many ;  that  if 
fuchan  actfhould  pals,  the  cuftom  and  excife  officers 
muft  be  made  out  of  lower  people  than  they  are  at 
prefent,  as  no  man  of  fpirit  would  be  content  to  be 
deprived  of  fo  valuable  afranchife.  • 

The  minority,  in  anfwering  thofe  objections,  ob- 
ferved, .that  a  committee  on  the  Itate  of  the  nation 
was  certainly  a  proper  time  to  difcufs  this  point, 
on  which  the  independence  and  (lability  of  the  con- 
ftitution  fo  efTentially  depended  ;  that  the  fa6t  being 
notorious,  there  was  no  need  of  a  more  minute 
evidence  than  the  internal  opinion  of  every  gentle- 
man in  the  Houfe,  and  that  the  great  number  of 
thofe  officers  made  it  more  alarming;  that  an  ad: 
of  this  nature  would  only  fufpend,  not  deilroy  the 
franchife  of  thofe  men  whilfl  they  thought  it  worth 
their  acceptance  to  be  fuch  officers ;  that  thofe 
officers  would  even  eiteem  it  a  happinefs  to  be  de- 
prived of  this  power  of  voting,  as  they  were  forced 
very  often,  by  a  change  of  miniftry,  to  vote  again  ft 
thofe  very  perfons  to  whom  they  owed  thepoifcffion 

of 
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of  their  places ;  buc  that  if  even  they  Ihould  not 
defire  to  lofe  this  franchife,  yet  as  it  was  a  fran- 
chife  inconfiftent  with  the  liberty  of  the  reft  of  their 
feliow-fubjecSts,  it  ought  to  be  reftrained,  fo  as  to 
do  no  damage  to  the  conftitution  ;  that  onr  anceft- 
ors  had  adopted  the  principles  of  this  adl,  by  en- 
a6ting  that  no  commifiioner  of  the  cuftoms  or  excife 
fhouldyf/  in  the  Houle  of  Commons,  or  ajk  any 
perfon  for  a  vote,  under  a  fevere  penalty,  and  yet 
though  their  franchife  v/as  taken  away  in  a  much 
'  greater  degree  than  was  now  propofed,  yet  the 
crown  found  no  difficulty  in  getting  gentlemen  to 
accept  thofe  offices.  Neither  would  there  be  any 
difficulty  in  getting  lower  officers  of  the  excife  and 
cuftoms,  though  by  this  adt  they  would  be  fuf- 
pended  of  their  power  of  voting.  In  regard  to  that 
pare  in  which  Mr.  Bowdefwell  was  afked,  if  when  he 
got  into  power  he  would  propofe  fuch  an  adl  as 
this  j  he  anfwered,  '  that  he  certainly  would.' 

The  miniftry  voted  againft  the  queftion  26^ 
The  minority  for  the  queftion  188 

[If  this  queftion  could  have  been  carried,  it  would 
have  been  produdlive  of  great  advantage  to  the 
conftitution,  as  the  influence  of  the  Crown  in  elec- 
tions is  very  alarming  indeed  ;  many  fea-port  bo- 
roughs are  almoft  entirely  carried  by  the  numbers 
of  little  places  the 'Court  difpofes  of  there,  and  even 
in  cities  and  counties,  theanti-mmifterial  candidate 
feels  the  power  of  the  Crown  an  heavy  weight  a- 
gainft  him.  We  are  not  furprized  at  the  Court  car- 
rying the  queftion  ;  but  a  good  deal  fo,  that  the 
country  gentlemen^  who  have  fo  long  been  exclaiming 
againft  the  undue  influence  of  the  Crown,  fliould 
join  with  them  in  this  vote.] 

Feb.  13.  No  debate. 

Feb,  1 4.  No  debate. 

Feb,  15.  No   debate The   Sudbury   eledion 

determined  ^  it  being  only  for  bribery  and  corrup- 
0^4  tion. 
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don,  the  numbers  for  bribery  were  107,  againil  iP 
only  five. 

Fel^,  iS,  Sir  Francis  Vincent  J  Bart,  reported  from 
»      the  committee  on  the  ftate  of  the  nation,  a  refolu- 
tion  it  had  come  to, 

"  That  this  Houfe,  in  judging  of  eledions, 
'^  ought  to  be  governed  by  the  law  of  the 
^'  land,  and  the  known  and  eftablifhed  law  and 
"  ufage  of  Parliament,  which  is  part  thereof  j 
"  and  the  determination  of  this  Houfe,  on 
''  the  17th  o^  February  laft,  that  John  Wilkes 
"  was  and  is  incapable,  is  according  to  the 
"  law  of  the  land  and  ufage  of  Parliament." 
sir  FA  Me-     sij-  ^^  Meredith  propofed,  ^  that  as  this  refolu- 

*  tion  confided  of  two  different  matters,  the  one  of 

*  which  was  abfolutely  true,  and  the  other  as  abfo- 
^  lutely  falfe,  that  the  quelVion  might  be  divided, 

*  as  he  faid  every  member  had  a  right  to  infift.' 
One  or  two  more  fpoke  on  the  fame  fide,  but  the 
queflion  was  not  determined;  the  Houfe  called  to 
the  chair,  for  the  Speaker's  opinion  on  that  fubjed:. 

Mr.  Speak-  'pj^^  Speaker  then  got  up,  and  began  by  obfer- 
ving,  '  that  Sir  IV,  Meredith  had  not  adled  to  him 
'  in  a  candid  manner,  by  not  acquainting  him  with 

*  his  motion  before  it  was  made,  that  he  might  have 

*  prepared  himfelf  to  anfwer  it;  that,  however,  he 
'  had  examined  the  journals  on  that  head,  and 
^  cited  a  cafe  or  two.' 

s\tw,  mc-  On  fitting  down.  Sir  JV.  Meredith  got  up,  '  and 
'  faid  the  Speaker  ufed  him  ill,  in  taking  notice  of 
'  his  not  giving  the  Speaker  notice  of  his  intended 
'  motion,  that  he  appealed  to  the  Houfe  if  public 
'  norice  had  not  been  given  in  the  committee  on  the 
'  ftate  of  the  nation,  when  this  refolution  was  come 

*  to,  *f  That  it  would  be  attempced  to  be  divided  ;'' 

*  that  even  the  cafes  v/hich  the  Speaker  had  cited 
'  outof  the  journals  iliewed  that  this  was  fo  under- 
'  (lood  by  the  Speaker;  that  it  was  not  necejfarj  for 
^  any  member  to  acquaint  the  Speaker  of  his  mo- 

*tions  •, 


redi  b 
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*  tions ;  and  that  he  fhould  think  himfelf  the  lefs 
'  fo,  as  the  Speaker  had  ihewn,  from  his  knowledge 
^  on  this  queition,  that  he  had  lefs  occalion  to  do 
^fo.' 

The  Speaker,  on  this,  got   up,  and   faid,  'inMr,  Speak- 

*  candour  I  did  expedt  he  would  have  communis*''' 

*  cated  his  motion  to  me;  but  I  find  I  am  not  to 

*  expefl  candid  treatment  from  that  gentleman.' 

The  Houfe  then  roared  out,  take  down  hij  words^ 
&c.  The  Speaker,  when  the  hubbub  a  little  fub- 
fided,  defired  he  might  finifh  his  fentence ;  which 
he  did  thus,  and  his  words  were  fo  taken  down  : 

*  I  did  exped  in  candour  he  would  have  com- 
^  municated  his  motion  to  me  ;  but  1  find  I  am  not 
'  to  expert  candid  treatment  from  that  gentiem.an 
'  in  any  motion  he  is  to  make  to  the  chair,' 

The  Houfe  now  v/as  in  an  univerfal  uproar ; 
this  addition  by  no  means  altering  the  fenfe  of  it. 
Sir/^.M^Y^f/i^complained  of  the  mod  unjuft  treat- 
ment in  the  cenfure  thefe  words  contained  of  his 
candour.  Lord  Nortb  and  the  miniftry  juflified 
them  ;  for  fome  time  no  perfon  could  be  heard  di- 
flindly.  The  minority  reprefented  the  heinoufnefs 
of  the  words,  whilft  the  others  vindicated  them  : 
at  length,  when  the  noife  fubfided  a  little,  the 
Speaker  faid,  be  did  not  mean  to  throw  any  reJJe^fions 
on  the  honourable  gentleman. 

Lord  Granhy^  Lord  G.  Sackville^  and  two  or 
three  hiore,  faid  this  apology  was  fufficient  from 
one  gentleman  to  another,  and  hoped  Sir  William 
would  take  them  as  a  fufficient  apology,  and  let 
the  thing  drop.  Mr.  Grenville,  after  laying  down  Mr.  <7««- 
very  properly  the  bad  confequence  of  fuch  words"^'^^^' 
coming  from  the  Chair,  faid,  '  as  the  Speaker  had 

*  made  that  apology,  by  faying  that   he  did   not 

*  mean  any  refledions  on  SivJV,  Mer^dith^  he  hoped 

*  the  affair  would  immediately  fubfide.'  The 
Speaker  then  interrupted  him,  and  faid,  '  he  did 
'  not  intend  to  make  any  refledtions  on  Sir  W.  Me- 
f  redith''^  general   charader  \  that  as  to  the  words 

*  he 
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-  he  fpoke" he  thought   they  required  no  apology, 

*  and  would  leave  his  caule  to  the  decifion  of  the 

*  Houfe.'     This  again  iniiamed  matters;  Mr.  Gren- 
ville    then  continued,  '  that  he   was  ibrry  to  find 

*  himfeif  miftaken,  astowhat  the  Speaker  had  faid  ; 

*  that  by  faymg   he  nneant  no  general  refle^ions^  it 
'  was  clear  that  he  meant  particular  ones,  qx\  Sir 

*  W,  Meredith  \  and  as  no  gentleman  in  the  Houfe^ 
'  was  ever  allowed  to  ufe  difrelpedful  words  to  an- 

^  other,  without  apology,    he  thought  the  Houfe 

*  had  a  right  to  expedt  the  fame  behaviour  from 

*  the  Chair^  which  ought  to   be  a  pattern    to   the 

*  Houfe,  of  order  and  gentlemanly  deportment.' 

The  houfe  was  nov7  inflamed  to  a  high  degree. 
The  miniftry  ftill  contending  for  the  innocence  and 
propriety  of  the  words,  whilit  the  minority  attacked 
the  Speaker  in  a  manner  that  few  perfons  could 
bear. 
Mr.  Do^uj-  Mr.  Dowdefwell  obferved,  '  that  the  words  were 
d^j-^^^eiu      t  diforderly  in  the  higheft    degree  ;  as  if  they   had 

*  fell  in  common  debate,  from  one  member  to  an- 

*  other,  they  mufl  be  looked  on  as  fuch ;  but  that 

*  the  weight  they  carried   with  them,  as   coming 

*  from  the  Chair^  v^ould  alfo  be  looked  on  as  a  cen- 
^  Jure  on  the  member,  and  tending  to  deilroy  the 

*  freedom  "of  debate  ;  for  ifcenfures  of  that  nature 

*  were  permitted  to  fall  fo  lightly  from  the  Chair ^ 

*  we  might  at  fome  future  period  of  time  have  a 
'  Speaker  who  might  be  the  2"<?i?/of  Adminiftration, 

*  and  particular  members  might,  in  a  great  degree, 

*  be  cenfured  fo  as  to  be  filenced,  deftroying,  by 

*  that  means,  the  freedom  of  debate.' 

sirc.£///,^     Sir  Gilbert  Elliot  obferved,    '  that    the  debate 

*  had  now  continued  four  hours,  and  no  queftion 

*  yet  moved  on    the  matter,  he  therefore  imagined 

*  the  gentlemen  of  the  minority   had  nothing   to 

*  move ;  he  therefore  thought  the  Houfe  might  as 

*  well  adjourn.* 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Dowdefwell  then  faid,  '  he  had  a  motion  mur.  Do-u}^ 

*  his  hand,  which  he  had  ready  above  two  hours/cT^'^^^-     - 
'  but  had  hoped  the  Speaker  would  make .  it  unne- 

'  cefTary,  by  making  the  proper  apology,  but  as 

'  he   found   that  riot  to   be  the  cafe,  he  moved, 

"  That   the  words  dropped  by  the  Speaker  were 

"  diforderly,    tending   to   cenfure  an    honourable 

*'  member  of  this  Houfe,  and    dangerous  to  the 

"  freedom  of  debate."     Col.  Barre  feconded  thecoi.  Barre, 

motion  in  a  ftrong  nervous  fpeech,  '  in  which  he 

'  expatiated  on  the  diforder  fuch  expreflions  were 

*  likely  to  introduce ;  gave  m.any  hints  of  a  Speaker 
'  who  was  not  Speaker  of  the  whole  Houfe,  but 
'  only  of  one  fide  of  it :'  fome  more  violent  decla- 
mations were  made ;  but  the  Speaker  finding  hini- 
felf  fupported  by  the  miniftry,  '  declared  to  abide 
*•  by  the  cenfure  or  acquittal  of  the  Houfe.' 

About  nine  o'clock,  the  debate  growing  tedious 
and  every  fevere  thing  faid  which  the  matter  would 
allow  of,  fome  members  began  to  hint  at  expe- 
dients, how  to  erafe  this  difagreeable  tranfadion 
from  the  records,  that  it  might  not  appear  to  the, 
world  that  a  Speaker  had  fo  exprefTed  himfelf;  as 
an  acquittal  would  be  as  dangerous  to  future  Parlia- 
ments, as  a  cenfure  would  be  to  lefien  the  dignity 
of  this.  Some  moved  to  adjourn  ;  but  that  ap- 
peared very  improper,  as  the  tranfadion  would  be 
on  thejournais^  and  the  adjournment  feem  a  poor 
fubterfuge  to  refcue  the  Speaker  from  cenfure ; 
others  wiilied  the  motion  for  taking  down  the 
words,  which  was  made  by  Mr.  Cornwall,  might 
be  withdrawn  ;  but  this  could  not  be  without  leave 
of  the  whole  Houfe.  Mr.  Cornwall,  himfelf,  de- 
fired  it  much  ;  but  one  or  other  always  prevented 
it.  Sir  William  Meredith  behaved  from  the  firft  ex- 
ceeding well :  He  firil  (hewed  a  proper  fpirit  at 
the  being  fo  infuked  ;  and  when  he  law  the  Houfe 
delired  a  reconciliation  might  take  place,  did  not 
oppofe  himfelf  to  it,  but  promoted  it  a  good  deal. 

Ac 


236  Parliamentary     A.  177©, 

At  lail  Lord  North  faid,  '  the  only  way  was,  to 
^  put  the  queflion  as  propofed  by  Mr.  Dowdefwell^* 
which  was  done,  and  carried  in  the  negative. 

[But  the  world  will  look  on  the  words  of  the 
Speaker  in  the  light  the  motion  mentions  them. 
This  will  not  add  much  dignity  or  honour  to  the 
Houfe,  which,  at  prefent,  in  the  eilimation  of  the 
world,  has  not  too  large  a  proportion  of  either ; 
however,  it  will  have  one  good  effcd,  that  is,  the 
Speaker  will  be  more  cautious ;  he  will  not  fhew  fo 
Vifibk  a  partiality  again  for  the  Treafury  Bench  •, 
nor  will  he  regard  the  Houfe,  as  he  ufed  to  do  the 
witnefifes  and  council  at  the  KingVBench,  whom 
he  brow-beat  at  pleafure.  Except  this  fault,  which 
will  now  be  amended,  there  never  was  a  more  able 
Speaker ;  his  long  pradiice  in  the  courts  below 
gives  him  not  only  a  knowledge  in,  but  a  manner 
how  to  difpatch  bufmefs,  and  regulate  trials,  &:c, 
in  the  bed  and  moft  expeditious  method.] 

The  debate  lading  from  four  to  near  ten,  the 
Houfe  adjourned  till  Monday, 

Monday  Feb.  19.  Sir  /F".  Meredith  made  a  mo- 
tion, "  That  it  is  the  rule  of  Parliament,  that  a 
**  queftion  fo  complicated,  that  a  member  may  give 
*'  his  aflfent  to  one  part  of  it  and  diffent  to  the  other, 
"  ought,  if  required,  to  be  divided." 

On  this  the  minority  obferved,  that  the  freedom 
of  debate  abfolutely  required  fuch  a  decifion,  as 
without  it  no  perfon  could  agreeable  to  his  con- 
fcience  give  a  vote  therein,  unlefs  he  aifented  or 
dilTcnted  to  both  parts  of  it;  that  the  common  rule 
of  nature  demanded  it,  as  in  common  con  verfation, 
if  you  aflc  my  aflfent  to  fuch  a  queftion,  I  (hall  un- 
doubtedly defire  you  to  divide  it,  or  elfe  I  fhall  an- 
fwer  to  each  feparately;  that  even  in  courts  of  ju- 
dice,  a  man  accufed  of  felony  and  burglary,  the 
jury  acquit  him  of  one  and  find  him  guilty  of  the 
other  ;  that  this  pradlice  would  not  be  liable  to  any 
inconvenience  5  as  if  the  majority  of  the  Houfe  de- 
termined 
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termined  that  any  queflion  was  not  compleat,  they 
would  not  allow  it  to  be  divided,  even  under  this 
rule;  that  it  would  give  great  eafe  to  the  freedom 
of  debate,  and  deftroy  the  abfurdity  which  was 
manifeft  even  from  the  prefent  matter  before  the 
Houfe  (viz.  the  report  from  the  committee  on  the 
ftate  of  the  nation.)  They  did  not  produce  any 
authorities  for  this  rule,  as  it  never  had  been  re- 
duced to  a  written  rule  •,  nor  could  they  fhew  from 
the  Journals  that  this  had  been  the  pradice. 

The  miniftry  therefore  argued,  that  as  this  queA 
tion  was  a  queflion  of  a  fadt,  and  as  no  authority 
had  been  ihewn  that  it  was  either  a  written  rule  or 
pradice,  that  it  was  an  unwritten  one,  they  cer- 
tainly would  not  afient  to  the  pfopofition  as  it  flood 
on  the  paper ;  that  there  were,  on  the  contrary, 
innumerable  inflances  on  the  Journals  of  complex 
queflions,  fome  of  which,  on  a  motion,  the  Houfe 
had  agreed  to  divide;  that  it  certainly  would  be 
an  infamous  pradlice  to  tack  an  improper  propor- 
tion to  a  very  proper  one,  to  force  the  former  down 
by  weight  of  the  latter,  but  that  the  daily  cullom  of 
the  Houfe  fhewed  the  method  of  getting  rid  of  that 
inconveniency,  by  a  motion  to  leave  out  the  ex- 
ceptionable part,  which  would  give  any  perfon  an 
opportunity  to  vote  againft  it ;  that  it  was  difHcuk 
to  do  any  bufinefs  in  the  Houfe  in  which  fome  pare 
of  it  was  not  exceptionable ;  an  a6l  of  Parliament, 
for  inflance,  and  many  other  of  the  daily  bufinefTes 
of  the  Houle  ;  that  to  give  any  member  a  power 
to  divide  a  queflion  would  be  creating  numberlefs 
difficulties  in  every  bufinefs  that  could  come  before 
the  Houfe. 

On  the  divifion  againfl  the  queflion     243 

For  the  queflion •       174 

Lord  North  then  faid,  '  he  had  no  objeflion  to 

'  dividing  the  queflion  now  before  the  Houfe,  and 

*  therefore  on  this  motion  the  queflion  was  firfl  put 

and  carried  unanimoufly,'    *'  That  this  Houfe,  in 

2    '  "  ''  the 
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"  the  exercife  of  its  judicature,  in  matters  of  elec- 
*'  tion,  is  bound  to  judge  according  to  the  law  of  the 
''  land,  and  the  known  and  eftablilhed  law  and 
''  cuftom  of  Parliament,  which  is  part  thereof." 
The  other  part  of  the  queftion  was  then  put.  The 
judgment  of  this  Houfe  on  the  17th  of  February 
laft,  '*  That  John  Wilkes^  Efq;  having  been  in  this 
"  fefTions  of  Parliament  expelled  this  Floufe,  was 
"  and  is  incapable  of  being  eledted  a  member  to 
*'  ferve  in  this  prefent  Parliament,  was  agreeable 
*'  to  the  faid  law  of  the  land,  and  fully  authorized 
"  by  the  law  and  cuilom  of  Parliament." 

Sir  G.  Savile  obferved,  '  that  having  jufl  come 
'  toarefolution,  "  In  matters  of  eledVion,  this  Houfe 
*'  ought  to  be  governed  by  the  law  of  the  land,  and 
"  the  law  andufageof  Parliament,"  he  thought  it  ne- 

*  cefTary  for  thofe  who  made  the  motion,  and  he 

*  called  on  them  fo  to  do,  to  (hew  in  Vv^hat  a6l  of 

*  Parliament,  or  by  what  law  and  cuilom  of  Par- 
'  liament,  incapacitation  was  the  confequence  of 
'  expulfion.' 

Lord  North  faid,  ^  the  affair  had  been  fo  fully 
'  difcuiTed,  that  he  did  not  think    it   necelTary  to 

*  give  any  anfwer.' 

Several  gentlemen,  after  the  firil:  divifion,  not 
expecting  another,  had  left  the  Houfe,  fo  when  the 
queftion  was  put,  there  appeared  for  it,  237;  a- 
gainft  it,    159. 

Tuefday,  Feb.  20.  The  Pembrokejhire  eledlion  be- 
gun. On  the  cafe  being  dated,  there  appeared 
great  partiality  on  the  part  of  the  High  Sheriff, 
who  even  had  appointed  deputies,  not  only  to  take 
the  poll,  but  to  adjudge  on  the  legality  of  votes. 

A  motion  was  made  to  adjourn  at  eight  o'clock, 
by  the  friends  of  the  fitting  member,  who  voted 
6i  ;  againft  it  86. 
Lord  North.  Feb,  2  1.  Lord  North  moved  to  put  off  the  con- 
fideration  of  the  North  American  affairs, till  Monday 
fc'nnight.     He  obferved,  '  that  the   newnefs  with 

*  which 
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'  which  he  entered  on  his  pod  had  made  it  impoQi- 

*  ble  to  be  fo  complete  a  mailer  of  the  points  in  dif- 
'  pute  as  he  could  wifh,  and  ought  to  be,  before 
'  he  applied  to  the  Houfe  on  an  affair  of  fuch  con- 

*  fequence  ;  that  even  when  he  did  enter  on  them, 

*  he  feared  he  fhouid  be  of  the  fame  opinion  with 

*  fome  gentlemen  in  Oppofition.' 

Mr.  Trecothick  faid,  *  that  he  had  no  objedion  Mr.  rm«- 

*  to  the  delay  propofed  by  the  noble  Lord,  pro-'^^''^* 

*  vided   that  it  fhouid  then  abfolutely  be  decided  j 

*  that  there  were  two  times  in  the  year  for  the  Ame- 

*  rican  trade,  viz.  the  Spring  and  Autumn  \  that  for 

*  the  Spring  trade,  the  fhips   failed   in  or   before 

*  March^  and  if  delayed  beyond   that  month,  he 

*  feared  the  opportunity  of  the  Spring  muflbeloft; 

*  that  there  were  perhaps   three  or  four   hundred 

*  thoufand  pounds  worth  of  merchandize  ready  to 

*  fail,  in  cafe  the  American  acts  were  repealed,  but 
'  the  orders  were  only  conditional.' 

Lord  Beauchamp  faid,    '  he  was  of  opinion   to  Lord  ^^as- 

*  give  the   miniftry  as   much  time  as  they  wanted, ^"'^"^^* 
'  that  their  determinations   might  be  founded   on 

'  better  grounds  than  they  feemed  at  prefent.     As 

*  from  the  minifter's  hints,  he  feared  they  would 

*  not  repeal  the  whole  of  the  American  taxes;  that 

*  it  was  more'neceffary,  as  the  Eafi  India  Company 

*  being  concerned  in  one  part  of  thofe  laws  (in  the 

*  tax  on  teas)  it  was  neceiTary  to  have  their  confent.' 

Mr.  'Trecothick  anfwered,  '  the  confent  of  the 
'  India  Company  was  not  in   the   lead  required  *, 

*  therefore  that  need  be  no  plea  for  delay.     How- 

*  ever,  he  fliould  not  oppofe  what  Lord  North  dc- 

*  fired.' 

Feb.  22.  Made  fome  further  progrefs;in  the  elec- 
tion for  PemhrokeJIjire. 

Feb.  23.  The  Committee  fat  on  the  Fowey  elec- 
tion, and  decided  in  favour  of  the  fitting  member. 

The  lad  refolution  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  on 

that  election,  was  in  the  Prince's  tenants  being  ca- 

3  pabisr 
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pable  of  becoming  portrieves, -and  the  inhabitants 
paying  fcot  and  lor. 

The  fteward  of  the  court  had  admitted,  as 
Prince's  tenants,  the  friends  of  the  Htting  member, 
and  refufed  thofe  of  the  petitioner.  Whether  he 
did  right  in  this,  or  not,  the  law  fnould  decide. 
The  Houfe  of  Commons  could  not  admit  the  votes 
of  thofe  who  were  not  admitted  tenants  at  the 
Prince's  court,  in  confequence  of  their  laft  refolu- 
tion. 
Mr.  Gren"  Fch,  28.  The  Right  Hon.  George  Grenville  ob- 
ferved,  '  that  before  the  floufe  began  the  bufinefs 

*  of  the  day,  he  would  take  notice  of  a  thing  which 
'  it  greatly  concerned  the  honour  and   dignity   of 

*  the  Houfe  to  provide  a  remedy  for.     This  was 

*  t\\t  infamous  manner  in  which  the  Houfe  exercifed 

*  its  jurifdidions   on  eledions.     That  it  was   the 

*  conftant  barefaced  procedure  in  every  peti- 
'  tioner   to   folicit  the  attendance  of  each   mem- 

*  ber.  At  firft  he  would  only  afk  you  to  attend 
'  to  his  merits^  but  if  you  promifed  that,  he  next 
'  would  afk,  well,  but  will  you  attend  for  me? — 

*  and  he  was  forry  to  fay,  that  even  this  requeft  was 
'  too  frequently  granted  on  all  fides— nay,  that  in 
'  every  eledion  caufe,  a  few  numbers  were  digni- 
'  fied  with  the  appellation  o( managers  \  a  very  pro- 

*  per  appellation  for  thofe,  who  immediately  after 

*  were  to  be  made  judges.  That  it  was  alfo  the 
'  cuftomfor  the  benches  to  be  exceeding  thin  when 

*  the  caufe  was  to  be  tried,  but  before  the  queftion 

*  was^/^/,  the  Houfe  became  exceeding  full,  as  the 

*  members  who  had  thus  promifed  their  attendance, 

*  looked  on  nothing  more  as  neceffary  than  to  give 
'  their  vx)tes.  At  dinner  time  many  made  no  fcru- 
'  pie,  though   the  caufe  was  not  determined,    of 

*  pairing  off^  as  it  is  called  -,  fome  pair'd  off  for 
«  every  queftion  in  the  eledion,  others  for  a  day, 

*  or  a  few  hours  only — it  was  even  got  to  fo  noto- 

*  riousa  point,  that  at  the  beginning  of  every  elec- 

*  tion 
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'  tion  caufe,  fotiie  queiiion  was  brought  on  to  try 
'  their  llrength,  as  it  is  called,  and  tne  party   who 

*  are  the  weaked  in  numbers,  though  often  the 
^  contrary  in  merits,  are  forced  to  give  up  to  a  cold 
'  and  fruitlefs  expence. — In  fliorr,  he  appealed  to 
"'  the  confciences  of  every  gencleman  in  the  Koufe, 
'  if  any  of  them  would  chuie  to  determine  their  pro- 

*  petty  before  the  Koule  of  Commons,  if  a  jury  of 
'  porters^  or  chairmen,  could  be  obtained  for  that 

*  purpofe. 

'  That  he   mentioned  this    as  a  grievance,  very 

*  proper  to  be  redrefTed,  and  that  if  the  Houfe  v/as 

*  of  his  opinion,   he   would    name  a  day,  v/hen  he 

*  would  make  a  motion  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill 

*  for  that  purpofe. 

'  The  notoriety  of  the  affair    made  the   whole 

*  Houfe  concur  in  his  fentiments,  and  a  dav  was 
'  appointed  for  a  motion  to  be  made — every  gen- 
'  tleman   who  fpoke  on  the  fubjeil  adding  fome 

*  frelh  reafons  to  (hew  the  neceifitv  of  fuch  a  mo- 


tion/ 


Mr.  Grenville  then  faid,  before  the  Houfe  had 
^efolved  into  a  committee,  he  had  a  motion  to 
make,  which  was,  '  that  an  account  of  the  expen- 
*  ditureof  the  Civil  Lift  money  (hould  be  laid  be- 
'  fore  the  Houfe  for  the  year,  ending  the  5th  of 
'  January   1770.' 

In  lijpport  of  this  motion,  it  was  obferved,  that 
the  8oo,oool.  granted  to  his  Majefty  by  Parlia- 
ment, with  the  additional  revenues,  which,  one 
year  with  another,  amounted  to  40,000!.  was  an 
honourable  and  ample  rev.enue  for  the  dignity  of 
the  Crown,  and  his  Majelly's  private  expences. 
That  notwithftanding  this  revenue,  the  Crown  had 
run  confiderably  in  debt,  as  the  demand  iaft  year 
made  on  Parliament  fufiiciently  fnewed  •,  that  there 
was  reafon  to  fear  the  annual  expenditure  dill  in- 
creafed,  from  additional  penfions  and  lecret  fer- 
vices,  which  the  nation  apprehended  were  granted 

Vol.  VilL  Vi  for 
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for  the  purpofes   of  betraying   the  conftitution  by 

undue  influence  on  Parliament.^ Ir>  1764,  the 

expenditure  of  the  civil  lift  amounted  to  b70,oool.. 
that  fince  that  time,  by  the  deaths  of  the  Dukes 
oi  Cumberland  2iX\di  Tork^  a  revenue  of  upwards  of 
30,000!.  had  fell  into  the  Crown,  and  yet  that  the 
expenditure  in  1768  amounted  to  900,000!.  an  ad- 
ditional expence,  if  compared  with  that  of  1764,  of 
6oo,oool.  which  there  was  great  reafon^  to  fear 
had  been  employed  again  ft  the  people,^  as  the 
King's  private  expences  were  not  increafed,. — That 
the  late  King  not  only  made  the  revenue  anfwer  all 
his  purpofes,  but  left  behind  him  favings  to  the 
amount  of  170,000!.  which  the  prefent  King  had 
received  and  ipent^ — that  the  accounts  of  the  nine 
laft  years,  which  lay  on  the  table,  were  not  fatis- 
fadory,  as  fomje  items  were  of  large  fums,  as 
20o,cool.  in  one  article  was  intended  to  pay, — * 
that  the  minifter  ( Lord  North)  would  not  even  pro- 
mile  for  the  future  to  keep  the  expenditure  within 
bounds,  and  that  therefore  it  behoved  Parliament 
often  to  call  for  thofe  accounts,  to  fee  that  the  peo- 
ple's money  was  not  lavished. — That  a  year  having 
elapfed  fince  the  laft  accounts  were  called  for, 
which  were  only  brought  to  the  Houfe  as  this  day, 
it  was  neceftary  to  call  for  the  laft  year's  account,, 
to  fee  if  any  blame  could  be  laid  on  the  miniftry. 

The  miniftry  (and  Lord  North  in  particular)  oa 
the  contrary  urged,  that  as  no  demand  was  now 
made  on  Parliament  for  money,  there  was  no  pre- 
tence to  call  for  accounts,  and  that  it  would  be  in- 
decent  to  enquire  into  the  private  expences  of  his- 

M'ajefty.' That    it  was   undoubtedly  true,  that 

the  expences  exceeded  the  income,  but  that  great 
care  ftiouid  be  taken  not  to  increafe  it  for  the  fu- 
ture -,  but  that  thofe  who  had  received  proofs  of  his 
IVlajedy's  bounty  could  not,  with  juftice  and  de- 
cency, be  deprived  of  them,  or  abridged  in  their 
bounties  j — that  he  could  not  therefore  take  from 

this 
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this  or  that  perfon^  but  that  for  the  future  he  would 
take  care  that  he  would  never  advife  his  Majefty  to 
give  fuch  marks  of  his  bounty  as  fhould  oblige  him 
to  exceed  his  revenue,  but  would  not  promife  that 
in  a  few  years  it  would  not  be  neceliary  to  apply 
again  to  Parliament. That  the  reafon  for  call- 
ing for  the  accounts  laft  year,  was  to  fee  how  thofe 
arrears  happened  — but  as  no  more  money  was  re- 
quired this  year,  there  was  no  realbn  to  call  for 
accounts,  efpeciaily  as  there  were  nine  years  ac- 
counts before  the  Houfe ;  and  that  if  this  motion 
fhould  pafs  in  the  afiirmarive,  the  difficulty  of  ma- 
king up  fuch  an  account  to  an  unufual  day(not  quar- 
ter day)  would  be  fo  difncult,  that  they  could  not 
be  brought  before  Parliament  this  year. 

Col;  Barre^  in    an   ironical  fpeech,    rather    ex-Coi.  B^m, 
prefled  his  furprize,  '  that  the  minifter  fhould  pro- 
'  mife  fo  much  as  he  had,  conlidering  the  penfions 
'  had,  it  was  faid,  increafed  fo  much  lately.     That 

*  there  was  a  lufpicion  in  the  people,  that  a  part  of 

*  this  revenue  was  expended  in  debauching  the 
'  principles  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons  ;  that  there 
'  was  no  occafion   for    minifterial   mandates,    the 

*  miniflry  having  a  much  more  gentle  manner  of 
'  expreffing  their  commands  than  by  mandates — 

*  fom.e,  for  inftance,  v-Jtrci  whifpered  they  might 
'  gain  a  ftep^  by  not  refigning  (viz.  Lord  Lifourne) 
^  others  a  penfion  for  two  or  three  generations  deep 
'  (Mr.  BradJJjaw   and  Mr.  Byfon.)     This  was  the 

*  manner  of  procuring  friends  to  the  minidry.-— ' 
His  fpeech  was  pointed — It  was  not  anfv/ered. 

Mr.  Coxe  (who  fat  in  that   part   of  the  Houfe  Mr.  Coxe^ 
where  the  country  gentlemen  generally  fit)  obferved 
'  that  he  was  very  happy  in  being  amongft  a  fet  of 

*  gentlemen  fo  very  zealous  for  the  liberty  of  the 
'  fubjed: — that  they  had  always  been,  for  many 
'  years  pad,  for  retrenching  the  expences  of  the 
'  crown,    and  the   influence    of    penfions  on  the 

*  Houfe  of  Commons :  he  therefore  had  no  doubt 

R  2  '  but 
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*  but  they  would  concur  in  a  vote   to  bring  their 

*  accounts  before  the  Houfe.' 

Mr.  Medley  and  Sir  IV.  Bolhen  (who  fat  in  the 
fame  corner)  fpoke  in  the  name  of  the  country 
gentlemen,  '  that  they   were  very    v/ell  fatisfied 

*  v/lth  the  prefent  meafures,  and  therefore  hoped 
'  the  country  gentlemen   would  vote  again  ft  the 

*  quedion.' 

The  former  (Mr.  Coxe)  fpoke  the  language  of 
the  country  gentlemen  thirty  years  ago ;  the  lat- 
ter the  language  of  the  prefent  country  gentle- 
men. The  queltion  was  rejedled  by  262  againft 
165. 

Mm'-ch  5th.  The  Houfe,  according  to  order, 
proceeded  to  take  into  confideration,  the  petition 
of  the  merchants  and  traders  of  the  city  of  Lon- 
don^ trading  to  North  America, 

The  Pecicioa  being  read  was  as  follows  : 

'  That  the  petitioners  have  been  accuftomed  to 

*  carry  on  very  confiderable   branches  of  trade  to 

*  and  from  his  Majefly's  colonies  in  North  America, 

*  the  former  confiiting  greatly  in  exporting  thither 
'  the  manufadories  of  this  country,  and  the  latter 

*  in  exporting  from  them  raw  materials,  and  vari-, 

*  ous  kinds  necelTary  to  the  fupport  of  feveral  of 
'  our  moll  important  m.anufadories  •,  and  that  the 
'  trade  of  the  petitioners\vithiV<7r/^/f;;^fr/Vjhas  oc- 
'  cauoned  yearly  the  importation  of  remittance  to 

*  this   country  of  bullion^,  and  bills  of  exchange  of 

*  great  value,  from  different  parts  of  the  world,  in 
'  payment  for  {uzh  American  commodities  as  would 

*  be   fuperabundant  here,  or  are  by  Acls  of  Par- 

*  liament  generally  forbid  to  be  imported  ;  which 

*  commodities,  therefore,  may  juftly  be  confidered 

*  as  havin<2:orreat  weiQiht  in  the  commercial  balance 

*  of  Europe^  and  that  this  commerce  fo  necefiary 

*  to  atTord  employment  and  fubfiilance  to  the  ma- 

*  nufa^turers     of    thefe    kingdoms,    to    augment 

*  the  public   revenue,   to  fcrve   as   a  nurfery  for 

'  fea- 
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*  feamen,  and  to  fupport  and  increafe  our  navl- 
'  gation  and  maritime  ftrength,isat  prefent,  in  an 
'  alarming  (late  of  fufpence ;  and   that  the  inter- 

*  rnption  of  this  trade,  the  petitioners  apprehend, 

*  is  principally  owing  to  certain  duties  impofed  by 
'  an  A€t  pafs'd  in  the  7th  year  of  his  prefent  Ma- 
'  jefty,  on  tea,  paper,  glafs,  and  painters  colours, 

*  imported  into  thole  colonies ;  and  therefore  pre- 
^  fume   to  lay  the  diilreffed  fituation  of  this  trade 

*  before  the  Houfe,  and  for  the  recovery  of  fo  im- 
'  portant  a  branch  of  commerce  they  p;ay  fuch 
^  relief  as  to  the  Houfe  fhall  feem  meet.* 

Then    Lord  Ncrtb  moved,  '  that  an  A6i  made  Lord  A'orri&. 
«  iii  the  /th  year  of  h"s  Majefty's  reign,  intituled, 
«  A<Sl  for  granting  certain  duties  in  the  BritiJJj  co- 
'  ionies  and  plantations  in  America  ;  for  allowing  a 

<  draw-back  of  the   duties  of  cuftoms  upon   the 

<  exportation  from  this  kingdom,  of  coffee  and 
'  cocoa  nuts  of  the  produce  of  the  faid  colonies 

*  or  plantations  ;  for  difcontinuing  the  draw-backs 
«  payable  on  china  earthen-ware  exported  to  A- 
'  merica^  and  for  the  more  effeclually  preventing 
«  the  clandeftine  running  of  goods  in  the  faid  cg- 

<  ionies  and  plantations,  might  be  read/ 

The  fame  was  read  accordingly. 
Lord     North    then    opened,    with   obferving, 
'  that  the  act  which  granted  a  duty  on  tea,  paper, 

*  painters  colours,  &c.  was  petitioned  againft  by 

*  the  merchants  trading  to  North  America  -,  that 
'  this  tax  had  alfo  been  the  occafion  of  mofl  dan- 
'  gerous,  violent,  and  illegal  com^binations  in 
'  America  \  that  many  articles  contained  in  that  tax: 

*  were  fuch,  as   being  the  manufactures  of  Great 

*  Britain^  it  was  to  the  crreatefl  deg-ree  abfurd  to 
^  have  taxed  them.  For  thefe  commercial  reafons, 
^therefore,  it  was  necelTary  to  move  to  repeal  the 

*  rax  on  them  ;  bur  as  to  the  tax  on  tea,  that  when 
'  it  Vv'as  laid,  another  was  taken  off  to  make  room 
^  for  it  at  25,  per  cent,  which,    on    an    average, 

R  3  amounted 


246  Parliamentary     A.  1770. 

*  amounted  to  near  ooe  fhilling  a  pound,  but  that 

*  this  tax   only   impoled   threepence  per  pound; 

*  therefore  \.]\q  Americans^  who  had  been  eafed  of 
'  the  ninepence,  could  not,  with  any   degree   of 

*  reafon,  accufe  the  Englifn  of  an  intention  to  op- 

*  prefs  them,  and  more  efpecially  if  we  confider, 
'  that  every  feffions  of  Parliament  was  productive 

*  of  fome   new  favour  to  them^  as  bounties,  free 

*  ports,  ~&c.  That  he  had  been  of  opinion,  with 
'  the  red  of  the  minidry  at  the  end  of  the  lafi:  {^{■' 
'  fions  of  Parliament,  to  v/rite  that  circular  letter 

*  to  the  governors,  promifing  to  repeal,  on  com- 

*  mercial   principles,  that  part  of  the  law  which 

*  was  repugnant  to  them  •,  that  he  did  this  as  a 
'  perdiafive  to  bring  them  back,  to  their  duty,  by 
'  a  meafure  which  would  not  at  the  fame  time  re- 

■  *  lax  the  reins  of  government  over  them  ;  he  even 

*  wiihed^  could  they  have  nourifhed  fuch  favour, 
^  to  have  repealed  the  whole^  if  it  could  have  been 

*  done  without  givmg  up  that  abfolute  right,  he 
'  (hould,  to  the  laft  hour  of  his  life,  contend  for 
'  taxing  America  \  but  he  was  forty  to  fay,  the  be- 
'  haviourof  the  Americans  had  by  no  means  been 

*  fuch  as  to  merit  fuch  favour,  their  refolurions 

*  being  more  violent  this  fummerthan  ever;  nei- 

*  ther  did  he  think  a  total  repeal  would,  by  any 

*  means,  quell  the  troubles  there,  as  experience 
'  had  fbewn,  that  to  lay  taxes  when  America 
'  was  quiet,"  and  repeal  them  v/hen  America  was 
'  in  flames,  only  added  freih  claims  to  thofe  peo- 

*  pie  on  every  occafion  -,  and  as  now  they  totally 

*  denied  the  power  of  Great  Britain  to  tax  them, 

*  it  became  more  abfolutely  neceifary   to  compel 

*  the  obfervance  of  the  laws  to  vindicate  our  un- 
'  doubted  rights ;  that  he  had  very  good  reafons  to 

*  think  that  the  agreements  inAmerca  not  to  trade 
'  with  us,  would,  of  themfclves,  fall  to  the  ground 
'  in  a  very  fhort  time,  as  they  begun  to  be  weary 
'  of  giving  fuch  an  advanced  price  for  wliat  they 
^  could  not  do  without  s  that  it  was  true  indeed. 
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*  our  exports  to  America  had  fell  much  of  late,  viz. 

In  1768,  they  amounted  to  2,37^,0001. 

Whereas  in  1769,  they  amounted  7     ^  . 

only  to         i   '   ^^' 

Teas   fent   to  Ainerica    in    1768,  7        ,  , 

am.ounted  in  value  to         —       i       "^   ' 
In  1769,  only  to  • 44,oooU 

*  Yet  the  difproportion  was  not  io  great  as  might 

*  appear,  as  in  the  former  year  it  feems  as  if  they 

*  had  laid  in  a  double  (lock  of  goods,  expeding  the 
'  agreement  of  non-importation  which  was  to  fol- 

*  low.  North  America^  from  its  natural  fituation, 
'  and  the  dearnefs  of  labour,  would  be  many  years 

*  before  it  could  fupply  itfelf  with  m^anufactures, 
'  therefore  we  had  not  fo  much  to  fear  from  their 
'  refolutions    as    the  nation    imagined;    that    for 

*  thefe   confiderations    he   moved,    that  leave    be 

*  given  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  repeal  the  tax  ad,  as 

*  far  as  related  to  the  tax  on  paper,  glafs,  and  on 
■*  painters  colours.' 

Governor  Pownall,  in  anfwer,  faid,  '  I  did,  lad  Governor 

*  felTions,  endeavour  to  move  this  KoLilc,  to  come  ''^'"'''  * 

*  to  refolutions,  as  a  ground  tor  the  taking  off  the 
'  duties  payable    in    America^    by   virtue  of   that 

*  A6t  of  Parliament,  which  is  the  fubjedt  of  the 
'  prefent  confideration.     I  failed  in  that  attempt, 

*  through   various    reraibns  arifing   from   different 

*  quarters.     I  dill  remained  convinced  of  the  ne- 

*  celfity  of  fuch  repeal and  did  then,  even  in^ 

*  the-  hour  of  defeat,  pledge  myfelf  to  renew  the 

*  fame   motion  again,  early  in  this  fcfTions.     I  did 

*  accordingly,  early  in.  this  ft-frion,  give  notice 
'  that  I  fhould  make  fuch  motion.  His  Majelly's 
'  miinifters,  thinking  themfelves   pledged,  by  the 

*  Earl  of  Hillihorouzh\  letter,  to  move  for  a  rcoeal, 
^  lb  far  as  the  promifes  held  out  in  that  leuier 
'  went,  defired    I  would  give  way  to  their  motion. 

'  ~I  did  fo. The    motion   now   made  from 

^  that  quarter  extends  only  to  fuch  part  of  thofe 

R  4  d-uties 
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*  duties  as  are  laid  on  Britijh  manufadures  im- 
'  ported  into  America-^  but  leav^es  the  duties  upon 
'  tea»  and  keeps  the  preamble  of  this  Ad:,  as  a 
'  yoke  upon  the  neck  of  the  Americans,  Inftead 
'  therefore  of  having  made  my  own  motion,  for 
'  a  total  repeal  of  every  part  of  this  Ad:,  v/hich 
'  relates  to  the  laying  duties  on  goods  and  manu- 

'  failures   imported  mto  America 1  mjuft  now 

'  take  the  ground  of  amending  the  monon  made 
'  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  of  extending  the  repeal 
'  to  the  vv^hole  of  the  duties,  and  to  every  part  of 

.  *  the  Ad  relating  thereto. 

'  I  feel,  Sir !  in  a  very  fenfible  manner,  the  dif- 

*  advantages  under   which  any   one   rifes  in    this 

*  Houfe  to  fpeak  on  American  affairs,  if  it  be  fup- 

*  pofed  that  he  means  to  fpeak  in  favour  of  the 
'  Americans.  I  am  aware  of,  and  v^illi  I  could  ob- 
'  viate  thefe  prejudices,  v>^hich  prevent  every  ar- 

*  orument  offirred  in  reiiraint  to  the  exertion  of  the 

*  power  of  this  Iloule ^I  know  that  what  I  am 

'  now  going  to  fpeak  may   be   mdfconftrued,  and 

imputed  to  parry  and  to  fadion,  wifning  to  pro- 
fit of  the  uneafmcis  and  dilquiets.  which  are 
raifed  in  the  minds  of  the  fubjeds  in  America-^ 
fo  as  to  take  fuch  ground  for  the  purpofes  of  op- 

*  pofing   and   difrreiTing    adminiiiration,     as   muft 

*  widen    the  breach  now   made    between  the  tvv^o 

*  countries. 
^  The  continuance  of  that  m.eafure,  which  opened 

'  again    the    breach  atrcr  it  had  been  repaired  and 

*  clofed  up,  is  that  thing  alone  which  can  keep  it 

'  open,  and  widen  ir,' Nothing  but  a  continu- 

'  ance   of  the  Ad  of  the  7th  G.  J] I.  c.n  c-ffedu- 

*  ally  do  this.  Moving  thereloie,  as  i  do,  for  a 
^  rrpeai  of  that  A61:,  i  point  out  that  line  of  con- 

*  dud,    that   fpirit    of  governmenr,  which  would 

*  quiet  matters  ^  which  would  bring  back  the  peo- 
^  pie    to    iheir   obedience  j    which    yvould   rc^^ore 

'  peace. 
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'  peace,  and  re-eftablifh  the  due  order  of  govern- 

'  menr. 

*  I  know  it  may  be  faid.  That  I  wifh  to  charge 
^  the  preient  miniiters  with  all  the  bad  confequen- 
'  ces  of  the  impofition  of  the  duties  complained 

<  of. On  the  contrary,  I  fay  that  this  was  not 

'  their  meafurc,  nor  are  they  chargeable  with  the 

*  confequences  which  derive  from  it,  farther  than 

*  they  pleafe  to  adopt  them  as  their  own.     The 

*  confequences  which  are  now  taking  effe6t  w^ould 

*  have  proved  a  millftone  about  the  neck  of  thofe 

*  who  orginated  the  meafure  of  laying  thefe  duties, 

*  had  they  remained  fo  as  to  have  had  the  flruggle 

«  of  carrying  that  meafure  into  execution And 

'  I  only  blame  the  prefent  niinifters  for  putting 
'  that  miliftone  wantonly  about  their  own  necks. 

'  I  am  confcious,  that  in  what  I  mud  neceffa- 

*  rily   fay,  it  will  be  imputed    to  me,  that  I   am 

*  ftirring  up  the  queftion  of  right,  and  taking 
^  part  with  the  fa(5tion  in  America^  againft  the  fove- 

*  reignty   of  this  country On  the  contrary,  if 

'  there  did  not  remain  (after  this  Ad  of  the  7th 
'  of  G.  III.  which  is  the  fubjed  of  your  prefent 
'  confideration,  fiD all  be  repealed)  one  A61  dsclar- 
'  ift^  the    right  of  Parliament,  and  another,  viz. 

'  4th  ofG,  III.  exerl:ng  that  right 1  would  not 

'  now  take  the  part  I  mean  to  take  in  this  debate. 

*  If    I   faw,   that  there  could   any  thing  pofTibly 

*  arife  (thefe  Acts  remaining)  which  could  agitate 

*  that  queftion —I    would   v/ithdraw  from  this 

*  debate becaufe,  whatever  may  be  my  opinion 

'  of  that  right,  ^s  now  fliared,  I  know  ir  jtcver 
^  will  be  decided  by  arguments,  reafonings,  refo- 

'  lutions,  or  even  A6ls  of  Parliament It  will 

'  be  decided  by  power  ;  and  I  know  that  we  never 

*  fnall  have  any  power  which  we  fhall  think  rea- 
'  fonable  to  hazard  by  exerting while  the  co- 

/  lonies  will  every  day  grow  more  and'  more  into  a 
^  capacity  of  difarmixig,   if  not  of  refilling,    that 

'  power : 
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^  power  :  Ic  is  wife  therefore,  that  the  qneftion 
'  ihoulci  remain,  as  it  will,  by  the  declaratory  A5ly 
^  and  the  ^th  of  G.  III. But  this  day's  debate 

*  ariles  from  a  neceffity  of  ading-,  as  that  necelTity 
'  is  derived  from  the  fimple  fad  of  the fufpenfion  of 
*"  your  commerce^  in  confequence  of  an  imprudenc 

■  '  exertion  of  your  pov^er.  ^ 

*  I   wiii   not   therefore  argue   the  point  on  the 
«  reafons  given   by  the  noble  Lord,  fo  far  as  he  is 

*  for  a  repeal — ■■ — for  if  reafon^  as  it  derives  from 
*•  the pclicy  ci  a  nation  having  colonies from 

*  the  fpirit  of  conrimerce  in   a  trading  nation,  re- 

*  fpe6ting   its  bed    cuPcomers— - — could  have  had 

*  any  avail,  this  A6t  would  never  have  exifted  : 
^  if  reafon,  as   it   derives  from  experience,  could 

*  have  any  influence  on    thofe,    who,  from   their 

*  official  knowledge  and  practical  experience,  have 
®  inEuence  in  this  houfe  j  it  would  have  been  re- 
'  pealed  long  ago. 

'  I  do  not  argue  this  point  of  the  repeal,  as 
^  afliing  a  favour  for  iht  Americans — --' They  do 

*  not  nov/  aik  the  repeal  as  a  favour— They  do  not 
^  afk  for  it  at  all They  have  not  in  this  fefiions 

^  petitioned :  The  petition,  upon  which  you  now 
^  deliberate,  is  the  petition  of  the  Britifn  merchants 

*  — The  Americans  have  not  diredled  their  agents 

*  even  to  move  in  it — They  have  not,  by  the  moil 

*  diilant  hint,  applied  to  any  one  friend  to  inter- 

*  pofe  in  the  matter.     There  was  a  time  when  this 

*  v7as  allced,  and  would  have  been  received  as  a 

'  favour but  that  time  is  now  pafTed,  and  I  will 

'  fay  no  more  of  it. 

'  I  do  not  move  this  matter,  as  feeking  redrefs 

*  of  a  grievance  complained  of  by  the  Americans 
* They  have   not  complained  to  Parliament, 

•    *  nor  do  they  come  to  Parliament  for  redrefs.  They 

*  think  that  they  have,  in  return  to  all  their  appli- 

*  cations,    experienced  a  temper  and  diipohtion 

'  that 
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*  that  is  unfriendly;  and  that  thofe  rights  and 
^  privileges,  which  they  conceive  are  their  birrh- 
«  right  as  Britijh  fubjecls,  equally  as  though  they 
'  had   been  born  wiihin  the  realm,  are  not  fo  un- 

*  derflood  by  their  feliow-lubjedls  in  Great  Britaifiy 
'  as  that  the  enioyment  and  exercife  of  them  can 
'  be  permitted  to  the  Americans,  to  the  real  ufe, 

*  and  in  the  full  extent  of  them.     As  under  thefe 

*  fentiments   and    apprehenfions,    they   are  afraid 

*  to  ailc  even  favour  -,  fo  will  they  never  bring, 
'  or  ever   more  wifh  to  have  brought  before  this 

*  Houfe,  or   before  Parliament,  thofe   grievances 

*  under  which  they  conceive  themfelves  to  la- 
'  bour.  Although  they  feel  deeply,  yet  they  fuf- 
'  fer  and  endure  it  with  a  determmed  and  alarm- 

'  ing  (ilence.     They  are  under  no  apprehenfions- 

*  for  their  liberty They  remember  that  it  was 

*  planted  under  the  aufpicious  genius  of  this  con- 

*  ititution  ;  it  hath  taken  rootj  and  they  have 
'  feen  it  grow   up,  under  the  divine  blefling,  to  a 

*  fair  and  blooming  tree:  And  fhould  any  fevere 
'  llrokes  of  fate  again  and  again  prune  it  down  to 
'  the  bare  ilock,  it  would  only  ftrike  the  deeper 

'  and  the  ftronger It   would  not  perhaps  rife 

'  in  fo  ftrait  and  fair  a  form,  but  it  would  prove 
'  the  more  hardy  and  more  durable.  They  truft 
'  therefore  to  Providence  -,  nor  will  they  complain. 

'  I  do  not  wiPn  a  repeal  as  an  American  meajure, 
'  The   people  who  have  a  lead   in  that   country 

*  wi(h  moil  fincerely  that  this  Act  may  not  he  re- 
^  paled.  The  meafure  has  had  the  efFecl  of  lead- 
'  ing   them    to   look  to  their  own  internal  native 

^  fitf plies ^to  retrench  in  thofe  which  come  from 

'  vjitJoGiit and   has  raifed  a  fpirit  for  labour  and 

'  manufadure   within^   which  will  increafe   every 

*  day. It  has  neceflarily  placed  their  commerce 

'  on  oeconomy,  inftead  of  luxury.  Thofe  who  have 

*  a  lead  have  taught  their  fellovv-fubjeds  to  con- 

*  fider  thefe  taxes  as  a  prohibition— —and  from 

5  *  the 
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*  the  falutary  effecls  of  that  prohibition,  they  widi 

*  the  prohibition  to  continue. 

'  If,  therefore,  I  was  fitting  here  as  an  Ameri- 

*  can  confuiting  only  their  incereft 1  would  op- 

*•  pofe  the  repeal.— — I  am  fure  I  never  would  pro- 

*  pofe  it :  but  fitting  here  as  a  Britijh  member  in 

*  a  BriiiJrJ  Parliament,  and  feeing  the  danger,  the 
«  ruinous  eiFed:  of  this   anticommercial  law,  and 

*  feeing  the  neceffity  of  repealing  it,  I  rife  to  ar- 

*  gue  for  that  repeal  on  the  ground  of  that  necef- 

*  fity  as  it  arifes  from  the  ohftruUion  and  fufpenjion 
^  of  your  trade,  ^be  reafonin^y  and  the  argtmients 
^  for  the  repeal  of  this  A^  Jiand  folely  on  that  fa^^ 

*  its  attendant  mifchiefs ;  and  its  confequences  to  the 
'  commercial  inter < ft  of  Great  Britain. 

'  I.  Let  us  then  fee  what  this  fa6l  is Refer 

*  to  the  petition  of  ihf'Britifb  merchants  trading 
'  to  North  America^  and  you  will  find  that  they, 
'  in  a  folemn  adt  to  which  they  have  fet  their 
'  names,  teli   you,  that   the  trade  between  Great 

*  Britain  and  her  colonies  is  in  an  alarming  ftate  of 
'•  fufpence^  and   that    the  interruption  of  this  trade 

*  is  principally  owing  to  certain  duties  impofed 
'  (by  an  Adi   palled  in  the  7th  year  of  the   reign 

*  of  his  prefent  Majeily)  on  teas,  glafs,  paper, 
'  and   painters  colours  imported  into  the  colonies  ^ 

*  and  that  they  refer  themfeives  to  the  wifdorn  of 
'  this  Houie  for  taking  fuch  meafurcs  as  may  reco- 
'  verthatfo  important  branch  ofccmmsrce.     If  there- 

*  fore  it  is  a  fad,  that  there  is  this  alarming  fuf- 

*  pence  in  your  trade  to  North  America il'  it  is 

*  a  fadt^  that  this  fufpence  is  owing  to  the  duties 
'  impofed  by  this  A61  now  under  confideration — 
'  what  other  remedy  can   your    wifJom    fuggefb, 

*  but  fuch  a  repeal  of  that  A6t  as  fhall  remove  the 

*  fufpenfion,  and  again  open  the  intercommunion 
'  of  commerce  between  us :  and  that  repeal  n'iuft 
'  go   to   the  whole  of  the  duties  impofed  by  this 

6  'A6ti 
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A61 ;  for  any  partial  repeal  would  be  only  a 
mockery. 

'  2.  Let  us  then  confider  the  grounds  on  which 
this  firflfadl  ftands,  that  the  Brit^Jh  trade  to  North 
America  is  in  an  alarming  fufpenfe.  Who  are  fo  likely 
to  know  this  fa6t,  as  thofe  whofe  adlions,  bufi- 
nefs,  and  intereil  are  interwoven  with  and  con- 
cerned in  it  ?  The  merchants  trading  to  North 
Anurica  are  alone  the  perfons  who  can  give  you- 
the  proper   and  adequate  evidence  of  this  fa(fl. 

And   fuch  is  the  charadler  and  fpirit  of 

commerce,  that  it  depends  upon  the  credit  and 
credibility  of  thofe  who  actuate  it  The  word 
of  a  merchant  thus  pledged  is  facred  ;  as  his  in- 
tereft,  and  all  he  is  worth,  is  dear  to  him.  If 
therefore  any  one  did,  before  this  petition  was 
read,  doubt  as  to  the  fa6t  of  the  fufpenfion — 
when  he  fees  the  names,  the  credit,  the  honour, 
of  fuch  a  refpedable  and  refponfible  body  of 
merchants  pledged  for  this  fad,  brought  in  the 
molt  foiemn  ads  to  your  bar — there  is  not  a 
man  who  can  fuffer  himfelf  to  hefitatefora  mo- 
ment :  but  if  there  be  any  one  uninform.ed, 
how  much  a  certain  degree  of  truth  and  credit  is 
neceflary  and  effential  to  the  fpirit  of  commerce 

in  miatters  of  fad  thus  pledged and  dill  thinks 

that*  the  reprefentations  of  merchants,  like  rhe 
compafs,  muft  have  fomiC  allowance  for  varia- 
tion-—let  fuch  an  one  view  with  me  this  fad  in 
another  light. 

3.  '  As  by  the  barometer  I  can  fay  with  cer- 
tainty, that  when  the  quickfiiver  rifcs,  the  atmo- 
fphereis  heavy ;  and  that  when  the  one  falls,  the 
other  is  light :  fo  by  the  rile  and  fall  of  exchange, 
vyill  the  merchant  tell,  by  necefiary  and  infepa- 
rable  connedion,  that  the  returns  and  remittances 
of  comir.erce  are  in  the  balance  increafmg  or 
dccreahng  in  your  favour.  View  then  this  ftatc 
of  your  commercial  barometer !   I  have  here  in 

*  my 
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^  my  hand  an  account  of  the  rate  of  exchange  for 

*  every  month  through  eight  years,  at    Fhiladel- 

*  pbia,  New-Tcrk^    and  Bojion,     The  par  of  ex- 

*  change  has  been  for  thefe  years  upon  an  average, 

*  at  Philadelphia  167!  for   loo/.   Iterling;  that  at 

*  New  Tork  j  7  It>  or  thereabout ;  and  that  of  Bof- 

*  ton  X33|.    To  give  the  faired  fcope  in  this  argu- 

*  ment,  I  compare  this  par  with  the  prefent  ex- 
'  change  at  theie  feveral  ports.-— Although  if  1  was 
^  to  take  the  ufual  rate  of  exchange,  at  the  fea- 

*  fon  of  the  year  when  the  remittances  are  made, 
'  the  proportion  of  the  fall  would  be  much  greater ; 

*  but  I  take  the  par :  that  exchange  then  which 
'  in  Philadelphia  hath  been' at  par  167^  thefe  m.any 
'  years,  is  now  down  to  145  ; — that  oi  New  Tork^ 
'  which  hath  been  171T5  is  now  162  ;  that  of  BoJ- 

*  ion^  from  1331,  is  now  125  and  123.    The  par 

*  of  exchange  in  Virginia  is  125  ;  but  the  exchange, 

*  which  hath  been  up  to  150,  is  now  down  to  110. 

*  This  now  is  one  of  thole  intuitive  fadls  in  de- 

*  monftration,  which  reafoning  cannot  add  to  the 

*  convidion  of— I  fhall  therefore  only  fay  in  con- 
'  clufion,  that  in  the  fame  proportion  as  this  ex- 
'  change  is  fallen,  in  a  twofold  proportion  is  your 

*  trade  diminifhed— becaufe  the  remaittances,  which 

*  at  prefent  continue  to  come  hither,  are  moftly  in_ 

*  payment  of  old  debts,  and  not  for  new  imporca- 

*  tions.  As  therefore  the  American  merchant, 
'  from  the  flate  of  fads  exifting  in  his  own  con- 
'  cerns,  hath  told  you,  that  there  is  an  alarming 
'  fufpence  in  your  trade  •,—- -fo  from  this  commer- 
'  cial    barometer,    every   merchant   in  the   v/orld 

*  would  confirm  the  fame  fadl. 

4.  *  But  there  remains  another  proof,  the  appli- 

*  cation  of  which  may  ftrike  with  peculiar  convic- 

*  tion  on  the  minds  of  thofe  gentlemen  who  have 

*  thecondu6l  of  the  monied  matters  of  this  king- 

*  dom.    Akhough  during  the  war,  the  treafury  did 

*  remit  to  America  in  fpecie  fuch  fums  as  were 

'  wanted, 
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'  wanted,  over  and  above  what  the  balance  of  trade 

*  to  this  country  would  fupply  on  bills  drawn  by 
'  the  contractors;  yet  they  never  did  remit  fpecie 

*  in  fuch  proportion  of  quantity  as  they  are  now 

*  oblig'd  to  fend  over— for  if  there  was  not  that 
'  fufpenfe  of  trade  in  this  country  v^'hich  the  mer- 
'  chants  have  dated  to  you,  they  would  not  at  this 

*  time  be  under  the  neceiTity  of  remitting  any  -, 
'  becaufe  the   balance  of  trade  in   favour  of  this 

*  country  would  fupply,  by  the  bills  of  their  con- 

*  tradors,  all  they  could  want  at  prefent :  whereas 
'  now,  on  the  contrary,  if  you  look  into  the  ac- 

*  counts  of  extraordinaries  not  provided  for  by 
'  parliament  lying  upon  your  table,  you  will  fee  an 

*  article  of  76,000/.  advanced  to   the  contra6i:ors, 

*  to  enable  them  to  purchafe  Spanifi)  and  Portuguefe 

*  bullion. 

'  Whilft  the  trade  between  Great  Britain  and  her 

*  colonies  was  in  that  ftate  which  it  was  during  the 
'  war,  a  confiderable  profit  (which  either  was,  or 
'  ought  to  have  been,  carried  to  the  account  of 
'  government)  was  gained  by  the  fale  of  the  con- 

*  tra^ors  bills  •,— whereas  now  the  money  is  remit- 
'  ted  to  that  country  in  fpecie,  at  a  rate  of  near  13 
'  per  cent,  difference,  to  the  difadvantage  of  go"i^ern- 
'  ment :  and  this  can  arife,  and  does  arife,  from 
'  no  other  thing  but  fimply  the  fufpenfion  of  your 
'  trade,  and  the  remittances  being  more  fcarce  than 

*  they  ever  have  bern  heretofore.  Look  back  up- 
'  on  either  of  thefe  three  grounds  of  reafoning, 

*  and  you  will  fee  this  fa5i^  that  your  trade  is  in  an 
^alarming  fufpenfe^  fully  efiablifhed. 

'  I  do  not,  therefore,  draw  any  arguments  from 
'  the  cuftom-houfe  accounts  of  exports  lying  upon 

*  your  table, — as  I  knov/,  and  i:  is  confeifed,  that 

*  no  reliance  can  be  had  upon  their  exa6tneis  upon 
'  thefe  points  %   nor  will  I  take  up  the  time  of  the 

*  Houfe,  in  raifing  thofe  obje^Slions  which  every 
^  body  knows  lie  againft  them. 
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*  We  are  told,  by  the  fame  authority,  that  this 

*  fufpenfion  of  your  trade  is  owing  to  the  duties 

*  impoled  by  this  ad;.  Let  us  therefore  examine 
'  how  that  matter  arifes  ;  and  you  will  iefe  that  it 

*  arifes  from  the  inclination  and  the  povv^er  which 

*  the  Americans^  difapproving  thefe  duiies,  have^ 

*  of  giving  this  fufpenfe  to  your  commerce,   clog- 

*  ged  with  them.     They  reafon  thus  :— 

'  The  rate  which   you  Britons^    as    merchants 

*  having  the  monopoly  of  our  trade,  are  enabled  to 

*  put  upon  your  goods,  we  mud  pay,  becaule  we 
'  have  no  other  (iiop  to  go  to. — On  thefe  terms, 
^  we   have   been   your  cuftomers,   from  our  firft 

*  eftablidiment  to  this  day.— -We  have  purchafed 

*  from  you  many  articles  of  fupply,  neceflary  to 
^  us,   but  which  we  have  not  been  able  as  yet  to 

*  fupply  ourfelves  with  •, — and   in  the  lad  place,- 

*  from    an   afFe6lion   to,  and   affeclation  of,  your 

*  modes  and  fafhions,  we  have  gone  into  a  trade 

*  of  luxury:  thus  the  furplus  of  the  profit  of  our 

*  lands,  our  labour,  and  our  trade,  hath,  to  the 

*  laft  farthing,  centered  in  Great  Britain,     Yet  not 

*  content  as  merchants,  in  thus  fetting  the  highefl 

*  rate  upon  us,  which  you  think  we  are  able  and 

*  willing  to  pay,— -you  have  of  late,  as  legijlators^ 
"-  fuper added  a  farther  rate,  by  a  tax  :  this  we  can- 

*  not,   we  will  not  pay.— I  repeat.   Sir  !  the   rea- 

*  foning,  we  v/ili  not  pay  :  there  are  certain  bounds 
'  which  power   itfelf  cannot  pafs.-— We  fee  thofe 

*  bounds.— We  will  not  purchafe  thofe  articles  of 
'  fupply  to  which  you  have  fuperadded  the  rate 
'-  of  a  tax.     You  have  treated  us,  as  the  overfeers 

*  of  great  works  and  manufactures  treat  the  poor 
'  labourers  which  are  put  under  their  direction. 
'  You  fet  the  price  of  our  labour  •,  and   you    fee 

*  alfo  the  price  of  thofe  fupplies,  which  we  mufl: 
'  purchafe  by  the  fruits  of  our  labour;  whilfl:  you 
'  are  enabled  to  confine  us  to  the  purchafing  thern 
'  from  you  alone.— -And  would  you  fuperadd  a  tax 

'  to 
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'  to  all  this  ?  if  you  do, — we  can  refule  that  tasr, 

*  by  withholding  ourfelves  from  purchaiing  thofe 

*  articles  which  you  have  thus  taxed.     From  vari- 

*  ous  harih  meai'ures,  one  part  of  our  people  have 

*  been  foured,- -another  irritated,  Fr-om  various 
'  inefficient  exertions  of  your  power,  we  have 
'  been  taught  to  fee  your  v/eaknefs,  and  to  feel 
'  our  own  ftrength,— and  by  nothing  more  than 
'  by  this  vain  attempt  of  taxing  your  own  articles 
'  of  trade.     The  temper  of  our  people    is  thus 

*  wrought   up  to,  and   prepared  for,  this  fpecies 

*  of  oppofition  arifing  from   felf-denial ; — and  in 

*  this  temper  we  are  affociated  in  refolutions,  and 

*  united  in  condudi:,  not  to  trade  with  you  farther 

*  than  we  like,  and  find  neceiTary.  By  recurring 
'  to  ourfelves,  we  find  that  we  can  furnifh  from 
'within  ourfelves  many  articles  of  fupply,   which 

*  we  ufed  to  take  entirely  from    you.     We   not 

*  only  find  it  right,  but  we  feel  from  pique  the 

*  difpofition  to  retrench  in  many  of  thefe  articles  of 

*  fupply,  which,  if  we  ufe,  we  muli  take  from  you. 
'  —And  at  the  moment  in  which  we  are  determi- 

*  ned  to  cut  off  our  commerce  of  luxury,  we  have 

*  raifed  up  a  fpirit  of  labour  and  induftry,  which 

*  will  ever  multiply  our  fupplies  •,  and  is  gone  far, 
'  and  is  every  day  going  farther  into  manufactures. 

*  But  farther— fuch  are  the  improper  regulations 

*  and  rellraints,  which  by  your  laws  you  have  laid 
'  upon  our  trade,  that  the  ftate  of  our  trade,  as 
'  now  circumftanced,  confpires  to  this  fufpenfion. 

*  It  ought  to  be  your  policy,  to  create  in  our  com- 
'  merce  fuch  articles  of  remittance,  as  we  may  be 

*  able  to  make  returns  by,  for  what  we  purchafe 
'  of  you.     The  more  we  have  of  thefe,  the  more 

*  we  Ihall  be  able  and  difpofed  to  trade  w^ith  you  : 
'  but  by  your  policy  of  confining  our  circuitous 
^  commerce,  we  want  thole  articles  of  remittance 
'  which,  we  otherwife  might  have.     It  ought  to  be 

*  your  policy,  to  give  us, a  paper  currency,  guarded 


'  againft 
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*  againft  every  poflibility  of  a  fraudulent  depreci- 
'  ation  *, — for  if  you    did,  every  ounce  of  filver 

*  which  we  poiTefs  would  go  to  Great  Britain  in 
'  trade.— But  you  have  miftaken  alio  this  line  of 
'  policy,  and  have  rendered  it  impraclicable  for  us 

*  to  have  any  paper  currency  at  all :  fo  that  nei- 

*  ther  having  articles  of  remittance,  nor  money 

*  fufficient  to  keep  up  the  circulation  of  this  trade 

*  abroad,  without  diftreffing  ourfelves   at  home, 

*  the  ftate  of  our  trade  coincides  with  our  incli- 

*  nations,  to  put  a  fufpenfe  upon  that  commerce 

*  which  we  held  with  you. 

*  I  muft  here,  therefore,  draw  that  conclufion, 

*  which  neceflity,  rather  than  reafoning,.  leads  to 
'  the  eftabliihmenc  of.— There  is  an  alarming  fuf- 

*  penfe  of  your  trade.     I  have  fliewn  you  that  that 

*  exifts. — I  have   fhewn   you  how  it  arifes,    and 

*  whence  it  arifes.— -I  have  Ihewn  you,  that  it  is 
'  owing  to  the  duties  impofed  by  this  a6t  of  par- 

*  liament  now  under  your  confideration  :  if  there- 

*  fore  you  would  take  off  this  fufpenfion,— if  you 

*  would  open  again  the  inter-communion  of  com- 
'  merce  between  you  and  your  colonies,— -there  re- 

*  mains  no  alternative ;  no  half  meafure :  nothing 

*  hut  a  total  repeal  of  all  thofe  duties  will  produce 

*  that  efFed  which  is  now  become  neceflary  for 

*  you. 

*  But  it  has  been  faid,  that  the  aflbciations  un- 
'  der  which  this  trade  is  fufpended  are  unwarrant- 

*  able  and  illegal.     Affociations,   to  illegal   pur- 

*  pofes,    are  unwarrantable  and   illegal— But   fo 

*  long  as  one  Britifh  fubjedl  hath  a  right  to  pur- 

*  chafe,  or  to  refrain  from  purchafing,  of  another 

*  his  fellow-fubjed,  any  article,  the  terms  of  the 

*  fale  of  which  he  does  not  approve,  fo  long  will 

*  the  Americans,  agreeing  with  one  another  in  alTo- 

*  ciations  of  ceconomy  againft  the  unbounded  rates 

*  now  fixed  upon  them,  be  not  only  warrantable 

*  towards 
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*  towards  others,    but  juftifiable    towards   them- 

*  felves. 

*  This  meafure  is,  in  its  confequences,  a  fpecies 

*  of  refiftance  to  your  taxes,  which  the  law  of  God 

*  and  nature  hath  armed  them  with ;  and  which  the 
'  law  of  man  cannot  take  out  of  their  hands.  There 

*  is  nothing  in  this  refiilance,  which  is  either  ille- 
'  gal  or  unwarrantable.     What  irregular  proceed- 

*  ings  may  have  been  gone  into  by  fome  impru- 

*  dent  people,  in  carrying  thefe  defigns  into  exe- 

*  cution,  I  neither  know,  nor  will  take  upon  me 
'  to  juftify. — But  I  will  maintain,  that  aflbciations 
'  of  oeconomy,  and   felf-reftraint  in  withholding 

*  from  purchafmg,  are  juflifiable,  and  may  be  pru* 

*  dent. 

'  Although  gentlemen  do  at  one  time  reprefent 

*  thefe  afTociations    as   unwarrantable,    and  what 

*  ought  to  be  rendered  penal,  if  they  are  not  fo  al- 

*  ready, — yet  the  fame  gentlemen,  at  another  time, 

*  think  them  fruitlefs  attempts,  which  will  difTolve 

*  and  moulder  away  of  themfelves. 

*•  There  are  amongft  all  people,  indecifive  and 

*  falfe  men,— and  from  the  certain  mixture  of  fuch 

*  men,  no  aflbciations,  where  particular  breaches 
'  of  fuch  are  in  the  power  of  particular  individuals, 
'  will  be  univerfally,   uniformly,  and  ftridlly  ad- 

*  hered  to  :  but  fuch,  on  this  occafion,  will  be 
^  found  the  union  a7id  perfeverance  of  the  people  in 

*  general  of  America^  that  unlefs  Great  Britain  can 

*  fit  down  content  with  the  fale  of  fome  few  arti« 
'  cles,  which  her  merchants  may  be  able  to  fmug-. 

*  gle  into  America^  contrary  to  the  faith  of  thofe 
*•  engagements,  (he  is  under  a  neccfllty  of  repeal- 
'  ing  this  act  of  the  "jth  of  G.  III.-^I  therefore  re- 

*  peat,  that  if  a  repeal  is  become  neceflary,  to  the 

*  opening  again  the  inter-communion  of  com- 
^  merce  between  us  and  our  colonies,  it  muft  be 

*  fuch  as  will  open  it  \  a  total  repeal  of  all  the  du- 

*  ties  in  this  ad. 
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*  If  any  gentleman  reafons,  that   he  is  of  opi- 

'  nion  for  repealing  the   duties   on  paper,  glafs, 

*  and  painters   colour  •,  becaufe  thoie  duties^  fo 

*  impofed,  are  antico:T)mer:ial,  and  obftrudl  the 
«  vent  of  thefe  article.— Jf  he  reafons  fairly,  I 
^  will  lead  him,  hy  the  fame  arguments^  to  the  repeal 
«  of  th€  duties  on  tea — which  I  will  fhew  to  be  in 

*  a  ft  ate  much   more   anticommercial,  than  thofe 

*  duties  which  are  propofedto  be  repealed. 

'  If  I   do   not  Ihew  this,  I  will  concede  to  the 

*  motion  brought  forv/ard  by  the  noble  Lord  —But 

*  if  I  do,  I  will  then  exped,   from   his   candour, 

*  that   he   will  accede  to  the  amendment  which  I 
,*  have  propoftd. 

'  The  fpirit  of   commercial    policy   mufb  ever 

*  tend  to  the  creating  and  enlarging  the  vent  of 

*  every  article  of  commerce,  which  by  your  trade, 

*  as  well  as   by  your   manufddures,  you    make  an 

*  article  of  your  own  trade — But  iuch  is  the  bar- 

*  gain  which  government  hath  entered   into  with 

*  the  Eaft  India  Company,  that  it  is  no  longer  the 

*  wifh  of  that  great  corporate  merchant,  to  make 
"    '  this  very  confiderable   article  of  commerce,  an 

*  article  of  fjpply  for  your  colonies  :     For  as  there 

*  Is  a  drawback  of  25  per  cent,  upon  every  pound 
^ — -        *  of  tea  that  is  exported  from  this  ifland  ;  and  as 

*  they  are  bound   by   their  engagement  to  make 
'  good  every  deficiency  that  may  be  occafioned  by 

*  this  drawback  •,  it  ceafes   to  be   their  interefl:  to 

*  export  thefe  teas— Nay,  it  becomes  their  wi(h, 
«  that  if  the  3d.  per  pound  duty,  which  you  have 

*  laid  in  America^  does  not  yet  operate  to  prevent 

*  the  exportation  from  hence  to  that  country,  that 

*  you  may,  lay  on  five  times  as  much  \  or  any  duty 

*  that  may  prevent  it. 

*  If  the  Dutch  do  not  yet,  from  Holland  diredly, 

*  or  through  their  iflands  in  the  Weft  Indies^  1  ripply 

*  the  colonies  entirely  with  this  article— it  becomes 
,  *  the  intereft  of  this  Britijh  corporate  merchant, 

*  circumflanced 
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^  circumftanced  as   matters  (land  by  this  agree- 

*  me.nt,  to  wifh  that  the  Dulcb  may  do,  it  entirely. 

*  There  are  thofe  in  this   honfe,  who  hear  me 
'  rpeak,   know  that  -this  is  the  cafe— And  if  this 

*  cafe  is  not  infinitely  more  an ti commercial,  than 
'  any  trifling  duty  laid  upon  your  own  manufac- 

*  tures,  ideas  and  things  have  loft  all  connection 
'  with  one  another,  and  there  can  be  no  reafoning 

*  about  it. 

•'  I  have  heard  it  faid,  that  this  3  d,  per  pound 

*  duty  on  tea,  collefled  in  America^  does,  while  a 
'  drawback  of  25  per  cent,  is  allowed  here,  ope- 
'  rate  as  a  bounty  of  pd.  per  pound  in  favour  of 

*  the  Americans. 

*  In  the  grft  place— The  drawback  upon  thofe 

*  teas,  exported  to  America^  of  25  per  cent,  does 

*  not  amount,  as  this  argument  fuppofes,  to  one 

*  (hilling  per  pound  :—• -It  amounts  only  to  ;|  d.  or 

*  thrreabout--So  that  did  it  operate  as  a  bounty  at 

*  all,  it  would  amount  only  to  4t  d.  But  this  is 
'  not  material  to  the  point;  for  it  does  not  ope- 
>  rate  as  a  bounty  at  all—Becaufe,  whatever  duty 
^  the  Eaft  India  Company  pays  originally  at  the 

*  cuftom-houfe,  on  the  importing  teas  from  AJia^ 
'  *  that  fum  is  added  to  the  price  of  their  tea  in  their 

*  fales :  fo  that  although  the  exporter  to  America 
'  may  be  allowed  a  drawback,  yet  he  draws  baclc 

*  that  fum  only  which  he  hath  already  paid  in  the 

*  price  of  his  purchafe— By  which  means,  as  this 
^  article  of  fupply  now  ftands,  there  is  an  advant- 

*  age  in  favour  of  the  Dutch  teas   imported  into 

*  the  colonies,  againtl  the  BriAJh  teas,  of  25  per 

*  cent,  difference— This  then  furely,  as  I  faid  be- 

*  fore,  is    in    a   more   anticommercial  ftate,  than 

*  thofe  duties,  which  have  been  propofed  by  the 

*  noble  Lord  to  be  repealed.  '        ^ 

^  But  why  fhould  I  combat  thefe  reafons — They 

f  ^re  the  artificial,  the  oftenfible  reafons  only.   The 

'  true  reafon  of  making  this  diilindion  is^-Thac 

S3  ^'  by 
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*  by  thus  continuing  the  duty  on  tea,  you  preferve 

*  the  preamble  of  the  a6l,  you  dill  keep  the  yoke 
«  about  the  neck  of  the  Americans ;  although  you 

*  avow  that  you  do  not  mean,  you  have  not  in- 

*  deed  any  hopes,  that  you  fhall  be  ever  able  to 

*  make  them  draw  with  it. 

'  As  the  keeping  this  preamble,  in  order  to  the 

*  maintaining  your  claim,  and  this  paltry  duty,  in 

*  order  to  the  exercife  cf  your  right  of  taxing  the 

*  Americans^  is  a  real  reafon — I  will  fpeak  plain  out: 

*  It  is  not  fo  much  the  value  and  burthen  of  the 

*  taxes,  raifed  by  thefe  impofitions,  as  the  pream- 
^  ble  itfelf  which  gives  the  offence,  which  raifes 

*  the  alarm  in  America, 

*  This  preamble  holds  forth  falfe  pretences.    I 

*  hope  I  am  not  going  to  ufe  an  unwarrantable 

*  expreffion ;  'tis  an  expreflion  of  legal  ufe. 
^  This    preamble.    Sir,    in    giving   the    grounds 

*  and  purport  of  the  a<5l:,  purports  to  raife  money 

*  from  the  fubjed  under  falfe  pretences It  fug- 

«  gefts.  That  the  fupport  of  government  is  not 
«  provided  for  by  the  people  of  the  colonies,  and 
«  propofes  to  raife  a  more  adequate  revenue  for 
«  that  purpofe.— Now,  Sir^  the  fad  is,  That  the 

*  fupport  of  government  fs  every  where  provided 
«  -—and  in  many  of  his  Majefty's  provinces  has 

*  been  done,  (literally  conformable  to  his  Majefty's 
«  royal  inftru6i:ion)   by  a  permanent  revenue  for 

<  that  purpofe— But  what  has  been  the  effed  of 
«  this  ? — The  AfTemblies,  in  their  making  this 

*  provifion,  have  not  been  (except  in  the  ifland  of 

<  Jamaica  ♦,  for  which  wife  caution  the  people  were 

*  obliged  to  the  father  of  a  worthy  and  Right  Ho^ 

*  nourable  Magiftratc)  fufficiently  fufpicious  and 

*  cautious  in  fixing  the  appropriation  of  that  reve- 
«  nue ;  and  it  has  been  moft  injurioufly,  I  had  al- 
'  moft  faid,  illegally,  perverted  from  the  purpofe, 

*  for  which  it  was  granted  ;  and  perverted  by 
?  grants  from  the  crown  of  annuities,  and  of  pen- 

*  lions 
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'  fions  for  two  or  three  lives,  and  for  terms  of  years. 

*  —This  has  been,  and  is  the  cafe  of  the  four  and 
'  half  per  cent,  doty,  granted  for  thefe  purpofes 
'  by  the  feveral  AiTemblies  in  the  iflands,  wherein 
'  the  people  have  inipofed  thefe  duties  on  them- 
'  felvcs a  duty  which  raifes  a  revenue   more 

*  than  adequate  to  all  thefe  purpofes-— Yet  having 

*  unjulliy  perverted  thefe  grants— you  call  for  a 
'grant  by  the  aclof  the  ph  of  G,  III.  in  order  to 
'  raifc  a  more  adequate  revenue. 

'  That  it  may  not  be  thought,  that  in  faying  the 

*  four  and  half  per  cent,  duty  was  meant,  and  fo 
'  underftood,  as  granted  and  raifed  for  the  ufe  and 
'  purpofe  of  the  governments  who  gave  it— -I  will 
'  ihew  you  that  I  fpeak  the  language  and  opinion 

*  of  the  Houfe — I  beg  leave  to  read  a  vote  of  the 

*  Houfe  ofCommons,  on  Afc2r<ri>  14,  1701-2.  "  Col. 
"  Grenville  reported  from  the  committee.  That 
"  they  had  direded  him  to  move  the  Houfe,  that 
*'  an  humble  addrefs  may  be  made  to  her  Ma- 
*'  jeily.  That  the  duty  or  impoft  of  4  and  |  per  cent. 
*'  arifing  in  Bari^adoes  and  the  Leeward  Iflands  ffub- 
*'  jed  to  an  annuity  payable  to  the  heirs  and  afligns 
*'  of  the  Earl  of  Kenoule)  be  applied  to  the  repair- 
"  ing  and  ere6bing  fuch  fortifications,  and  other 
"  ^ubiic-ufes,  for  the  fafety  of  the  faid  iflands,  as 
"  her.Majefty  fhall  dired — and  that  an  annual  ac- 
"  count,  how  the  faid  duties  fhall  have  been  ex- 
"  pended,  may  be  laid  before  the  Houfe  of  Com- 
"  mons." '  Which  addrefs  was  ordered  accord- 

*  ingly, — Yet  thefe  duties   have   never  been  thus 

*  accounted  for  •,  but,  on  the  contrary,  perverted  to 

*  theprivate  ufes  of  penfions.' 

'  The  like  may  be  faid  of  the  quit-rents  ;  which, 

*  although   they    be   the  King's    rents  of  his  de- 

*  mefnes,  are  yet  rents  paid  for  the  protedlion  of 
'  the  (late. 

'  And  after  more  than  forty  thoufand  pounds^^r 

*  annum,  raifed  from  the  people,  have   been  per- 

S  4  '  verted 
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*  verted  from  the  real  ufes  for  which  they  are  paid— - 
'  this  ad  comes  and  calls  for,  and  purports  to  raife 

*  a  more  adequate  revenue  for  the  fame  purpofes-- 
'  impofes  duties  for  the  raifing  it  on  thole,  who 
'  have  in  the  moll  ample  manner  provided  fuch  ai- 

*  ready and,  after  all,  does  not  raife  enough  to 

'  fupport  the  eftabiifliment  of  thecolledion  •,  much 

*  lefs  an  adequate  fupport  to  the  civil  government, 

*  the  adminiftration  of  juflice,  and  the  protedion 
'  of  his  Majefty's   dominions :— And  after  the  ta- 

*  king  off  the  duties  from  paper,  glafs,  and  pain- 

*  ters  colours,  will  not  raife  (if  it  raifes  any  thing) 
'  above  feven  thoufand  pounds  per  annum. — Yet 
'  under  pretences  of  keeping  up  the  claim  and  ex- 
'  ercife  of  this  theory  of  aright,  which  you  never 
'  can  force  into  exiftence,  are  all  thefe  falfe  alTer- 
'  tions,  unjuil  claims,  and  falfe'  pretences  conti- 
*•  nued  to  beheld  forth  in  the  purport  of  this  pream- 
^  ble— and  to  the  difguft  of  your  bell  cuftomers, 
'  and'^to  the  continuing  the  fulpenfion  of  your  trade 

*  with  them.-— 

'  But  it   has  been  afked,  and  great  part  of  the 
'  reafoning  hath  gone  upon  the  hypothefis   oT  this 

*  queftion.  If  a  repeal  of  all  thefe  duties,  contained 

*  in  the  ad  of  the  7th  of  G.  III.  was  to  take 
'  place,   would  the  Americans  be  fatisf.ed  ?  Would 

*  this  quiet  their  minds  ?  So  far  as  the  commercial 

*  mjeafure  recomnjendcd  would  prove  a  commercial 

*  remedy,  fo  far  would  it  operate  j  it  would  ope- 
'  rate  to  the  full  extent  in  removing  the  grievance 

*  complained  of  by  \.\\(t  Britijh  merchants;  which  is 
*•  the  fubjed    of  your   prelent    confideration  :    It 

*  would  take  off  and  remove  that  alarming  fufpen- 
'  fion,  by  which  your  trade  is  at  prefent  oburuded. 

*  It  would  open  again  the  intercommunion  of  your 

*  commerce   with  your  colonies;  which  is  the  end 

*  fought  from   your  wifdom,  by  the  prayer  of  this. 

*  Britifl:  petition. 

'  If  it  be  aflced,  Whether  it  would  remove  thofe 

*  apprehenfions  and  fears.,  which  your  refolutions 

4  *0f 
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*  of  kil  year,  and  your  addrefs  and  advice  of  fend- 

*  ingfor  the  fubjeds  \n  America^  on  thefuppofition 
*-  of  treafons,  in  order  to  be  cned  here,  have  fpread 

*  throughout  the  colonies  ?— I  anfwer.  No.  If  it 
'  be   afed,  If  this   commercial  conceffion  would 

*  quiet  the  minds  of  che  Americans,  as    to  the  poli- 

*  ticai  doubts  and  fears  which  have  (truck,  them  to 

*  the  heart  throughout  the  continent  ?  I  anfwer, 
'  No. — They  at  this   hour  know   not  whether  the 

*  petition  of  right,  whether  the  ad  for  abolilliing  / 

*  the  Scar  Chamber,  whether  the  Habeas  Corpus? 

*  Ad:,  whether  the  Bill  of  Rights,  whether  the 
'  common  law,  as  now  exifting  in  E^^tei,  extend 
'  to,  and  have   (reafoning  as  you  do)   their  opera- 

*  tion  and  effed  in  America.     Nay,  more — As  the 

*  military  eftahlifnraent  now  fiands  and  operates^  they 

*  know  not  whether  their  civil  conftitutions  are  not 

*  fo  far  forth  as  this  is  paramount  and  fupreme,  a- 

*  bated,  and  fuperfeded.' 


'  It  hath  alfo  been  argued  in  the  reafo;^ing  of  the 
'  noble  Lord— That  if  taking  up  the  jdonfideration 
'  of  the  anti-commercial  ftate  of  this  ad,  we  do  not 

*  form  the   diftindion  between   duties  laid  upon 

*  Britijh  manufadures,  and    duties   laid  on  other 

*  goods  and  articles  of  trade  indifferently — And  if 
'  we  do  not  draw  this  line  of  diftindion  through 
'  this  ad,  there  can  be  no  bounds  to  the  de- 
'  mands  of  the  Americans,  no  bounds  to  our  concef- 

*  fions--Our  retreat  muft  be  indefinite. — I  am  un- 
'  willing  to  repeat  what  I  have  faid  before — buc 
^  muft  fo  far  beg  the  patience  and  indulgence  of 
'  the  Houfe,  as  to  mark,  that  this  ad,  purporting 
'  to  impofe  duties  for  the  purpofe  of  raifing  a  re- 
t  venue,  for  the  fupporc  of  the  civil  government 

*  of 
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*  of  the  feveral  provinces,  independent  of  the  af- 
«  femblies  of  thofe  provinces,  marks  a  mod  efTen- 
«  tial   diftindion  in   the    peculiar   grievance,    by 

*  which  (in  the  opinion  of  the  Americans)  it  endan- 

*  gers  their  rights  and  political  liberty.    They  know 

*  that  we  here  in  Britain  think,  that  parliament 

*  keeping  in  its  own  hands  the  fupport  of  govern- 
'  ment — and  the  difpofal  of  the  fupplies  neceflary 

*  to  the  execution  and  adminiftration  of  it,  retains 

*  the  bed  pledge  and  fecurity  for  the  freedom  of 
'  the  people  and  the  liberty  of  the  ftate.    They 

*  know  how  jealous  and  tenacious  we  are  of  this 

*  right,  this  power— — 'And  they,  as  Britijh  fub- 

*  jed:s  entitled  to  all  the  rights  and  franchifes  of 

*  the  Britijh  conftitution,  reafon,  that  this  power, 

*  this  right  of  keeping  the  like  check  over  the  civil 
«  governors  and  civil  magiftrate  in  their  own  fimilar 
^-  conllitution,  is  equally  an  effential  of  their  fecu- 
^  rity,  equally  their  right.— -They  know  that  they 
^  have  enjoyed  this  right,  and  have  exercifed  this 

*  power,  from  their  firft  eftablifhment,  to  the  day 

*  of  the  date  of  this  a6t. — And  confidering  this  ad 

*  as  moving  old  boundaries,  they  fee  no  other  boun- 
'  daries  for  the  fecurity  of  their  liberties. — In  thus 

*  removing  thefe  old  boundaries,  in  taking  away 

*  the  fecurity  to  which  they  trufted,  this  adl  differs 

*  from  all  others  which  have  ever  paffed  in  Parlia- 
^  ment.     They   confider  it  in  its  tendency,  as  a 

*  fufpenfion  of  the  principal,  and  of  one  of  the  mod: 

*  effential  ufes  of  an  affembly.— Here  then  is  the 
'  diftindlion  :— and  therefore  until  the  whole  of  this 

*  a6l,  fo  far  as  it  operates  to  this  grievous  and  a- 

*  larming  effed,  is  repealed,  they  never  will,  they 

*  never  can  be  eafy. — Upon  this  principle  then  I 

*  fay,  that  the  total  repeal  of  this  ad  does  not  lead, 

*  by  any  confequences,  or  corollary,  to  the  repeal 

*  of  any  other. 

*  But  having  fo  ftrongly  urged  what  a  partial  re- 
'  peal  will  not  do,  it  behoves  mc,  in  the  end,  to 

'  (how 
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*  ihow  what  a  total  repeal  will  do,  what  efFeft  it 

*  will  have. 

*  Whoever  views  with  difcernment  the  relation 

*  and  connedlion  between  Great  Britain  and  her  co^ 

*  lonies,  will  fee,  "  that  the  merchants  in  America^ 
*'  and  in  England^  are  the  links  of  the  chain  that 
*^  binds  both  countries  together;  they  are  deeply 
"  concerned  in  preferving  the  union  and  connec- 
*'  tion :"    '  fuch  a  one  will  fee,  that  whatever  opi- 

*  nion  we  mayfuperficiallyentertain  of  the  operation 

*  and  effed  of  our  fovereign  government,    com- 

*  merce,  and  intercommunion  of  our  mutual  wants 
'  and  fupplies,  is  the  real  power  and  fpirit  of  at- 
'.tradlion,  which  keeps  us  united.   The  operation  of 

*  this  has  been  and  is  at  prefent  fufpended.    The  re* 

*  pealot  the  whole  in  this  ad:,  which  relates  to  the 

*  laying  duties  for  the  purpofe  therein  fpecified,  will 

*  alone  take  off  this  fufpenfion,  and  cement  again  our 
'  union,  by   the   beft  and  fureft  principle.     The 

*  getting  back  to  this  intercomm.union  v/ill  (to  ufe 

*  afamiliai"  expreffion)  give  us  grounds  of  agreement, 

*  and   may,  upon  thofe  grounds,  lead  again  once 

*  more  to  that  happy  fpirit  of  government,  under 

*  which  the  people  knew   no  bounds  to  their  con- 

*  fidence,    no    fcruples   in     their  obedience,    and 

*  under  which  government  led   the  people  almoft 

*  by  enchantment.— Having   therefore.    Sir,    this 

*  convidion  of  the  neceffity  of  a  repeal^  having  thefe 

*  opinions,  on  one  hand,  of  the  inefficacy  of  a  par- 

*  tial  repeal,  as  moved   by  the  noble  Lord, — and 

*  having,  on  the  other  hand,  fo  thorough  a  perfua- 

*  fion  of  the  good  effeds  of  a  repeal,  which  extends 
'  to  all  the  duties,  and  every  other  matter  in  this 

*  ad  refpeding  them,  as  necelTarily  extending  alio 

*  to  the  repeal  of  the  preamble,  I  beg  leave  to  pro- 

*  pole  an  amendment  to  the  motion,  by  extending 
5  the  repeal  to  all  the  duties ;  and  therefore  beg 
^  leave  to  move,  that  after  the  words  \[  Great  Bri- 

'  tain 
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*'  tain  and  before  the  word  imported,"  be  inferred 

'  the  words  "  and  upon  Teas." 
Ur.  Gnn-      The   Right   Hon.  "G.  Grenville  fpoke   well  on 
^'*         this  fubjea;  he  obferved,  '  that   he  had  the  belt 

*  information  before  he  laid  the  Stamp  Ad,  that 

*  it  would,  and  could  be  fubmitted  to,  and  paid. 
^  In  laying  this  tax,  he  had  therefore  a(5ttd  fytle- 
'  matically,  to  make  every  part  of  our  dom.inions 

*  bear   a  part  of  the  public   burdiens,  as  v/ell  as 

*  partake  of  the  public  benefits  ;  that  on  the  trou- 

*  bles  which  happened  in  that  country,  on  this 
^  ad  paffiqg,  the    miniftry  which  fucceeded  him 

*  had  alfo  purfued  a  fyftem,  which  then,  perhaps, 

*  was  next  beft,  viz.  of  repealing  that  law,  taking 
'  the  Americans  again   by  the  hand,  and  reftoring 

*  things  there  to  the  (late  they  were  in  before  paflf- 
'  ing  the  Stamp  Ad,  and  at  the  fame  time  of  pre- 

*  ferving  the  power  of  the  EngliJIo  Parliament,  by 

*  a  law   declaring  our  right  to  tax  America.     He 

*  then  obferved,  that   no  minider  fmce  that  time 

*  hadaded  with  commiOn  fenfe ;  the  next  minifters 

*  had  laid  a  tax  diametrically   repugnant  to  com- 

*  mercial    principles  •,    bringing    in   no  money  to 

*  the   (late  (the   clear  amount  of  it  being  under 

*  i6,oool.  a  year)  and  ihromDg  Nor ih  America  into 

*  a  ten  times  greater  i^ame  than  they  had  ju(t  been 

*  brought  back  from  •,  that  though  he  was  of  opi- 

*  nion   the  Americans  (hould   be  eafed,  yet  as  the 

*  minidry   had   formed   no  {yllcmatical  plan  in  re- 

*  fped  to  them,  that  he  was  free  to  fay,  he  looked 

*  on  the  propofed  repeal  of  part  of  this  Ad  as  too 
'  futile   to  have  any  good  confequences,  but   he 

*  alio   thought   the    propofed    amendment   by  no 

*  means  reached  what  he  would  have  hoped  for; 

*  that  as  he  did  not  think  the  propofal  of  the  firft 

*  would  be  of  any  real  fervice,  he  could  not  give 

*  his  allent  to  that  propofuion,  fo  neither  would 

*  he  join  his  voice  to  the  forcing  a  meafure  down 
I  the  throats  of  the   miniftry,  which  he  thought 

*  very 
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'  very  little  better,  and  therefore  fliould  not  vote 

*  in  the  queftion.' 

General  Conway  ob^ervcd^  that  at  the  firfl  lay- ^^"*  ^''^^ 

*  ing  both   the  prefent  tax  and  the   ftamp-acl,  he 

*  had    been   of  opinion  that   they  were  an  nnjuil 

*  burthen  on  the  Americans^  as  they  v/ere  not  re- 

*  prefented  •,  and  as  thofe  who  laid  them  were  in- 

*  terefted  parties,  as  by  that  means  they  threw  the 

*  burthen  from  their  ovv^n  fhoulders  to  thofe  of 
^others;  that   as  he   had  concurred  in   repealing 

*  the  Stamp  Acr,  he  heartily  concurred  in  repeal- 
'  ing  the  wh.le  of  the  prefent  Act.' 

^x^i  W\  Meredith  {^\di^  'the  tax  ought  to  be  re- sir  7F.  Mf- 

*  pealed  totally,   becauie  by  leaving  only  a  part  of ^'^''^* 

*  it,  the  whole  eftabiilhment  of  the  cuftom^-houfes 

*  there  would  remain  untouched,  by  which  means 
'  the  expences  would  not  be  obtained  by  the  tax, 
'  and  mud  be  paid  from  our  own  taxes ;  that  the 

*  whole  of  the  reafons  for  not  repealing  the  A6t 
'were,  that  the /)r^^;;?6'/^  fhould  remain.    He  there- 

*  fore  called  it  a  paltry  freamhle-ta^^  ;— that  there 

*  was  no  real  necefiity  to  prelerve  the  preamble, 

*  as  the  law,  declaratory  of  the  rights  to  tax  Aim- 

*  rica^  ftill  fiibfifted,  and  even  another  tax,  iliew- 
'  ing  the  exercife  of  that  right  fubiilled  indepen- 

*  dent  of  the  prefent  tax  \  but  that  the  repealing 
'  one^part,   and  keeping  up  another,  for  no  real 

*  advantage  to  any  but  the  cuftom-houfe  OiHcers, 

*  and  the  miniflry  who  appointed  thern,  iliewed 
'  the  continued   intentions  of  the  miniflry  to  rule 

*  with   the  fame  violence  in  all  parts  of  our  do- 

*  minions.' 

Lord  Barrlngton^  and  Mr.  WeVoore  Ellis^  o^^-l.  Barring- 
pofed  the  amendment,  and  alfo  oppofed  the  firft^^'|";|^^^ 
motion  ;  they  were  not  for  taking  off  the  tax  at 
all  •,  as  they  faw  no  probability  that  this  would 
quiet  North  America^  they  therefore  were  for  pur- 
ting  this  afl  in  execution  abfolutely,  and  by  all 
the  powers  of  this  nation  united. 

Col. 
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Col.  Barre.      Col.  Bavre   was  for  the  whole  repeal ;  he  ob- 

ferved,  '  that  miniftry  were  not  very  open  in  their 

*  avowal   of  expected  ruptures  with  France  and 

*  Spain ;  that  it  was  abfolutely  necelfary  to  pave 
'  our  way  to  fuch  an  event,  by  compofing  all  differ- 

*  ences  at  home  and  in  our  colonies  ;  that  miniflry 

*  had  had  fufficient  time  to  make  themfelves  maf- 

*  ters  of  this  important  queftion,  and  might  have 
^  finifhed  fome  lyftem  for  the  better  regulating 

*  and  governing  Amr^  ;  but  inflcad  of  directing 

*  their  attention  to  national  objeds,  they  had,  like 

*  the  tyrant  Domitian^  when  they  had  done  mif-. 

*  chief  every  where,   even  amufed  themfelves  at 

'  home  in  catching  and  tormenting  flies ; 

'  that  this  tax  on  tea  was  particularly  unjuft  on  the 

*  India  Company,  with  whom  we  had  agreed  to 
*'  take  off  the  duty  of  25  per  cent,  on  teas,  to  en- 
'  courage  them  to  fell  thofe  teas  at  as  low  a  price 

*  as  the  Dutch  could  ;  but  that  whilft  we  took  off 
'  that  duty,  we  laid  on  immediately  another,  which 
'  experience  fhewed,  would  even  ad  as  a  prohi- 

*  bition  on  their  teas  in  America.^ 

At  length  the  queftion  for  the  amendment  was 
put,  when  142  were  for  it,  and  204  againft  it. 

March  6,  The  Houfe  refolved  itfelf  into  a 
committee  on  the  exportation  of  corn.  It  ap- 
peared by  evidence,  that  wheat  was  not  of  a  very 
great  price,  but  that  it  was  not  yet  in  fuch  a  cer- 
tain way,  as  to  make  it  advifeable  to  open  the  ex- 
portation :  as  to  malt,  that  there  was  a  great  deal 
of  long  malt^  which  was  low  priced,  and  which 
could  not  be  fold  at  any  rate,  unlefs  exported :  it 
was  therefore  determined  to  fufpend  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Houfe  in  refpedt  to  wheat,  but  to 
bring  in  a  bill  allowing  the  exportation  of  malt, 
Mr.C;'f«-  March  7.  The  Right  Hon.  G.  Grenville  opened 
the  purport  of  the  bill  to  regulate  the  trial  of  elec- 
tions :  he  obferved,  '  that  the  great  defedls  of  the 

*  prefent  manner  of  determining  arofe  firft  from 

2  *  the 
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*  the  number  of  the  judges,  as  in  all  known  courts 

*  of  judicature  in  the  world  there  was  none  fo large 
'  as  the  Houfe  of  Commons ;  that  the  confequence 
^  of  this  large  number  was,  that  gentlemen,  hav- 

*  ing  no  particular  tie  on  them  of  oaths  and  ho- 
'  nour,  and  the  tedioufnefs  of  fome  of  the  caufes, 
'  contented  themfelves  with  giving  their  vote, 
^  without  examining  the  affair  as  they  ought  to  do, 

*  fhelterino;  themfelves  under  the  numbers  who 
'  did  the  fame  ;  that  this  method  of  trial  was  not 

*  the  ancient  ufage  of  Parliament,  who,  as  low  as 
'  the  Revolution,  ufed  to  appoint  tryers  of  peti- 
'  tions ;  thofe  tryers  generally  confifled  of  the 
'  mod  refpedable  characters  in  the  Houfe  of  Lords; 

*  but  by  degrees,  from  that  time,  to  make  their 

*  decifions  more  folemn,  the  whole  Houfe  heard 
'  them,  though  their  opinions  are  almofl  always 

*  guided  by  the  opinions  of  the  law  Lords.  That 
'  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  committees  of  dif- 
'  ferent  numbers  had  been  invariably  appointed 
'  to  examine  on  elections.     In   1672,  when  the 

*  Chancellor  having  affumed  the  power  of  deter- 
^  mining  eledions,  the  Houfe  appointed  a  com- 

*  mittee  of  200,  and  afterwards  voted,   that  all 

*  who  attended  the  committee  fhould  have  voices, 
'  and  this  mode,  as  to  committees,  has  continued 

*  the  fame  ever  fmce.     That  in  the  late  Speaker, 

*  Mr.  Onjlow'%  time,  the  regularity  in  which  he 
'  did  all  the  bufmefs  of  the  Houfe,  and  the  inde- 

*  cencies  in  which  committees  aded,  made  thofe 
'  who  wiflied  to  have  a  fairer  trial  of  their  caufe 
'  defire  it  might  be  heard  at  the  bar  of  the  Houfe, 

*  which  fince  had  been  defired  by  all,  though,  for 
^  the  eafe  of  the  Speaker,  fome  few  only  of  the 

^  moft  confequence  could  be  heard  there. 

*  That  in  the  bill  he  fhould  bring  in,  he  ftiould 

*  follow  exactly  the  conftitutional  idea  of  juries; 
'  that  on  a  petition  being  preiented  to  the  Houfe, 

*  complaining  of  an  undue  eledtion,  a  day  fhould 

'be 
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*  be  appointed    by    the   Houfe   for   the    hearing 

*  of    fuch    petition,  againft  which    day    the    par- 

*  ties  fhould  have  their  witnefTes  ready ;  that  on 

*  the  appointed  day,  100  members  at  Jeaft  being 
«  prefent  in  the  Houle,  (and  to  inliire  that  num- 
<  ber,  no  other  biifin^fs  fhould  be  gone  into  till 
«  that  number  fhould   be  prefent)    the  names  of 

*  thofe  members  being  wrote  on  fmall  pieced  of 

*  paper  rolled  up,  and  put  into  fix  urns  on  the  ta- 

*  ble^  the  clerk  fhould  alternately  draw  a  name 

*  from  each  of  the  urns,  to  the  number  of  twenty- 

*  five,  who   fhould  be  the  jury  to  try  this  caufe ; 

*  that  after  twenty-five  names  had   been  drawn, 

*  each  of  the  parties  concerned  fhould  flrike  fix 

*  off  the  lift,  and   the   remaining   thirteen,   with 

*  one  nominated  by  each  of  the  parties,  in  the 

*  whole  fifteen,  fhould,  in  any  time  within  twenty- 

*  four   hours,  proceed  to  trial  of  the  caufe  -,  that 

*  thefe  fifteen  fhould  take  near  the  fame  oath  as 

*  jurymen   do,  and  fhould  aifo   examine  witnefTes 

*  on  oath;  and  that  their  decifion,  as  to  the  feat  of 

*  the  member,  fliould   be  final  to  all  intents  and 

*  purpofes  y  but  if  any  queftions  aiife  about  the 

*  rights  of  the  ele6lors,  that  fhould  be  referred  to 

*  the  decifion  of  the  Houfe. 

*  That  feveral  claufes  fhould  be  inferted,  as  that 

*  no  member  above  fixty  be  liable  to  be  drawn,  or 

*  any  member  who  fhali  have  been  drawn  on  one 

*  ele6lion  be  put  on  another  without  his  confent ; 
'  that  they  fhould  hear  the  caufe  publicly,  but  de- 

*  liberate,  and  determine  in  private;  that  the  fheriffs 

*  or  witnefTes,  prevaricating  or  offending,  be  pu- 

*  nifhed   by  the   Houfe;  if  guilty  of  perjury,  by 

*  the  common  law;  that  no  one  of  this  committee 

*  is  to  determine  on  the  caufe,  if  not  attending  the 

*  whole  trial:  if  any  fall  fick,  as  long  as  thirteen 

*  remain,  thofe   thirteen  to  try  the  caufe ;  any  of 

*  the  committee  abfenting  himfeif  to  be  puniihed 

'  the 
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*  by  the  Honfe;  that  the  chairman  be  chofen  by 

*  a    majority  of  voices,  and  that  a  majoruy  (hail 

*  determine  the  caufe.'  ' 

Thefe  were  the  principal  heads  on  which  he 
moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill,  "  to  regulate  the 
*'  proceedings  of  the  Houfe  on  controverted  elec- 
«  tions." 

Mr.   Righy  made  fome  little  objedtions,  *  that  it  Mr.  nighy. 

*  was  not  neceflary ;  that  a  law  might  be  dange- 

*  rons,  as  it  could  not  be  altered  again  without  con- 

*  fent  of  the  Lords,  which  perhaps  they  might  not 

*  confent  to'  ;  however,  the  reiolution  was  palled 
with  no  other  oppofition. 

Ordered  Nemine  coniradicente— 

That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  bill,  to  regu- 
late the  tryals  of  controverted  eledlions,  or  re- 
turns of  members  to  ferve  in  Parliament;  and  that 
Mr.  Grenville,  the  Marquis  of  Graythy^  Mr.  Wed- 
derburn,  Mr.  i^Vhateley^  Mr.  Bowdefwsll,  Mr.  Soli- 
citor  Gtneral,  Mr.  Pownall^  Mr.  T.  'TownJ}3end/]un, 
Mr.  Burke^  and  Mr.  Mack-worthy  do  prepare  and 
bring  in  the  fame. 

March  12.  The  Right  Hon.  W,  DowdefweUuu  Dow^ 
made  a  motion  for  the  accounts  of  the  civil  lift  debts ''^■^^^^'* 
on  the  5th  of  April  1762,  and  1763,  and  on  the 
5th  of  July  1765,  and  1766,  with  the  account  of 
the  moneyof  the  late  King  remaining  in  the  exche- 
quer at  his  death,  and  the  cafh  of  the  prefent  King 
in  the  treafury  on  thofe  days. 

He  obferved,  '  the  neceffity  of  fuch  an  account 

*  arofe  from  the  accounts  on  the  table,  which  di- 

*  ftinguifhed  the  expenditure  of  every  year  ;  but  by 

*  (bme   management  in  drawing  them  up,  the  in- 

*  creafing  debt  in  the  time  of  Lord  Bute's  admini- 

*  ftration,  to  the    amount    of  8o,oool.    had  been 

*  transferred  to  the  fubfequent   adminiftrations  of 

*  Mr.  Grenville  and  Lord  Rockingham-,  that  as  it 

*  was  very  proper  the  fault  fhould  be  laid  on   the 

*  perfons  v;ho  had  {o  mifmanaged  the  King's   re- 

*  venue,  he,  in   his  own  name,  and  on  the  behalf 

Vol.  VIII.  T  '  of 
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'of  Mr.  Grenville  and  the  late  Duke  of  Newcajik^ 
'  demanded  the  account  to  be  adjufted  in  the  man- 

*  ner  his  motion  direded,  as  thofe  asras  ended  nearly 
'  their  feveral  adminiftrations. 

Lord  ivbr/ir.     laordi  North  faid  '  there  was  no  fort  of  neceflity 

*'  for  fuch  accounts,  as  nobody  accufed  any  of  thofe 

'  adminiftrations   of  mifmanagement,  he  therefore 

'  fbould  oppofe  the  motion.' 

Ld.  Mount'     Lord  Mountfiewart    (Lord    Bute^    fen)      fald, 

je-wart.      ^  ^^^   ^^  ^^^   ^^  particular  necelTity  for   fuch  ac- 

*  counts,  yet  in  the  name  of  his  father,  and  to  clear 

*  his  charadler  from  the  afpernon  daily  thrown  out 

*  upon  him,  he  hoped  Lord  North  would  confent 
'  to  the  motion,  that  he  begged  it  of  him.' 

hox^North.     Lord  North  then  faid,  '  that  as  he  had  been  de- 

*  fired   by   that  Lord  in  behalf  of  his  father,  he 
'  Ihould  no  longer  oppofe  the  motion.' 

Meflrs.  Grenville  and  Bowdefmell  then  attacked 
Lord  North  on  the  influence  fome  perfons  had  over 
him,  to  induce  him  to  confent  to  what  he  had  re- 
fufed  on  the  juft  demand  of  three  other  m  inifters, 
who  had  equal  right  to  be  vindicated  by  thefe  ac- 
counts. 

It  is  certainly  extraordinary,  that  fo  immediate 
an  acquiefcence  (hould  follow  the  dcfire  of  Lord 
Bute^  tho'  the  other  gentlemen  met  nothing  but 
oppoQcion. 

This  day  Mr.  G/T/^i^zV/^prefented  his  bill  for  re- 
gulating the  trial  of  controverted  eledions.  It  was 
read  the  firft  time,  and  ordered  to  be  read  a  fecond 
time  on  the  6th. 

14.  The  bill  for  regulating  the  confequence  of 
expulfions  read  a  fecond  time.     Lord  North  faid, 

*  he  (hould  not  oppofe  its  being  committed,  but 

*  that  in  its  prefent  form  he  could  not  poflibly  con- 

*  fent  to  its  pafTing' — no  debate. 

sir  7".  c'a-     15.  Sir  Thomas  Clavering  moved  '  that  the  King 
"''^"x*      c  fhould  be  addreffed  for  a  copy  of  the  city  remon-- 

*  ftrance,  and  his  anfwer  to  it.'     Some  of  the  mini- 

ilry 
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ftry  feconded  this,  obferving,  that  if  common  re- 
port was  true,  that  it  contained  matter  extremely 
offenfive  to  the  King,  and  injurious  to  the  pariia- 
ment,  whofe  very  being  it  denied,  holding  out  to 
the  people  a  frgnal  for  difobedien-ce  to  all  laws  ic 
fhould  pafs. 

The  Lord  Mayor  '  declared  he  fiiould  not  put  Lord  May* 
^  any  perfon  to  the  trouble  of  proving  what  he  had^""* 
*•  done  in  it ;  that  he  gloried  in  what  he  had  done. 
'  By  the  conftitution  of  the  city,  the  Mayor  has  a 

*  right  to  a  negative  on  any  queftion,  but  that  he 
^  not  only  did  not  ufe  that  power,  but  that  he  alfo 

*  promoted  this  qucftion  ;  that  he  carried  it  to  the 
"^  King  •,  that  he  fhould  ftand  or  fall  by  the  merits 

*  of  the  remonftrance,  without  putting  the  Houfe 

*  to  the  trouble  of  proving  bim  confenting  •,  that  he 
'  wifhed  the  queftion  might  be  Carried  to  lay  it  be- 
"  fore  the  Houfe.' 

A\dtvv[\2in  Tre  CO  thick  ^  the  Sheriffs  Town/end  slvA 
'Sdwbridge^  acknowledged  and  gloried  in  their  (hare 
ofthetranfa6lion;  Mr.'To'ivnfend  faid  '  he  (hould  vote  Mr.  To-w^^ 
'  againft  the  queftion,  as  he  looked  on  the  Houfe  as^^"'^' 
"*  not  competent  in   the  prefent  cafe,  it,  being  the 

*  party  accufed  in  the  remonftrance,'  would  have  the 
'  refemblance  of  a  culprit  fitting  in  judgment  on  a 
''judge,  who  would  certainly  fend  that  judge  to 
'  Tyburn.' 

hoM  Norib  prefTed  for  the  queftion;  he  fpoke^ordAV?^,' 
in  a  very  high  ftile,  faid  *  the  Houfe  of  Commons 
'  was  not  corrupted,  that  it  was  now  eftentiaily  ne- 
'  ceftary  to  vindicate  the  honour  of  the  Houfe  -,  he 
'  was  furprifed  to  fee  thofe  gentlemen  who  avowed 

*  the  remonftrance,  attending  Parliament,  as  they 
'  difavowed  its  being  a  Parliament ;  that  there  were 
'  many  reafons  for  taking  it  into  confideration  ;  the 

*  King  in  his  anfwer  had  faid  it  was  difrefpedful  to 
'  bimfelf',  this  alone  was  afufiicient  reafon,  as  it  v^/as 
'  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  prevent  any  difrefpect 

*  being  fhewn   to  the   King,  and  efpecially  ic   be- 

T  2  '  came 
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*  came  the  duty  of  the  Houfe,  when  it  was  alfo  faid 

*  to  be  injurious  to  Parliament,  and  irreconcileabls 

*  to  theconftitution,  which  he  faid  it  certairily  was,. 

*  as  it  prayed  the  King  to  take  notice  of  a  tranf- 
^  adion  of  the  Houfe,  which  wou'd  be  a  breach  of 
'  privilege  in  the  King  to  have  done.  Speaking  of 
'  the  Lord  Mayor,  he  called  him,  *'  that  worthy 
"  Magiflrate,  if  I  may  ftili  call  him  worthy,  after 
"  this  adion  of  his  " 

t*>rd  Gran-     Lord  Grauhy  fpoke  fhort ;  ^  he  wiOied  the  mo- 
*■'''  *  tion  might  not   be  carried,  as  he  feared  it  was 

^  opening  a  frefh  fcene  of  diforder  and  confufion^ 
'  from  which  he  fincerely  wiihed  we  were  free.' 
Mr.    Edm.     Mr.  jEii?;^.  5^r^^  fpoke  Well  on  the  inexpediency 
of  the  meafure^  '  he  aiked  if  the  miniftry  were  a- 
'  ware  of  the  confequences  of  fuch  an  attempt ; 

*  that  from   the  pTcfent  temper   of  the    nation   it 

*  would   probably  involve  us  in  difficulties  whichr 

*  might  bring  on  fudden  ruin  to  the  conilitucion, 
'  alienate  the  minds  of  men  more  than   they  yec 

*  were,  from  the  prefent  eilablijOiment,  and  end  in 
'  riot,  confuiion,  and  arbitrary  power.' 

Mr.   Wed'     Mr.  Wedderhurn  alfd  fpoke  exceeding  well.    '  He 
'"''''      *  oppofed  the  motion,  as  inconBftent  both  with  the 

*  law  of  the  land  and  votes  of  -Parliament.     That 

*  the  Houfe,  in  tv/o  different  votes,  had  determined 
'  the  right  of  the  people  to  petition  for  the  calling, 
'  fitting,  or  diflblving  Parliaments  \  that  this  vote 

*  was   confirmed  in   full  Parliament   by  the  Bill  of 

*  Rights  V  that  it  being  legal  to  petition,  he  appre- 

*  hended  the  remonftrance  v/as   not  punifhable  by 

*  law.  That  if  not  puniiliable  by  law,  this  Houfe 
^  would   certainly  exceed   its  jurifdi6tion  in  profe- 

*  cuting  it.     He  afked  the  miniflry  in  v/hat  manner 

*  they  would  proceed  againft  the  author  of  it-, 
^  would  they  enter  into  a  paper  war,  byl^declara- 

*  tions  of  a  contrary  tenor;  if  they  fhculd,  who 

*  would  mind  them,  as  a  vote  of  the  Houfe  that 
^  this  WIS  a  legal  Houfe,  would  not  only  be  ridicu- 

'  lous. 
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*  lous,  but  nugatory :  would  they  expel  the  mem- 

*  bers  concerned,    or  fend    them    to  prifon,    this 
^  would  encreafe  the  inconveniencies  we  at  prefent 

*  labour  under,  as  the  City  would  undoubtedly  re- 

*  eie£b  their  members,  and  probably  introduce  riots 

*  not  lb  cafy  to  be  quelled,  and  endanger  the  very 

*  being  of  parliaments.     Would  they  proceed   by 
'  quo  warranto  againft  the  City,  and  deprive  them 

*  of  their  charters,  this  would  be  a  violent  a6l,  un- 

*  thought  of  by  any  but  the  arbitrary   minifters  of 

*  Charles  W 

Ke  fpoke  well  and  long,  laying  the  greateft  ftrefs 
on  the  Houfenot  being  competent  to  judge  of  it. 

The  Right  Hon.  G.    GrenviUe  obferved,  '  that  Mr.  Gr-«. 

*  the  arguments  made  ufe  of  by  that  gentleman,  fo*^'  ^' 

*  intirely  concided  with  his  fentiments  that  he  had 

*  little  more  to  fay,  but   drew  a  ftrong  picture  of 

*  the  difficulty  the   miniftry   had  drawn   on   them- 

*  felves  by  the  fir  ft  falfe  ilep  in  Mn  Wilkes^  s  affairs  ^ 
^  he  prophefied  the  fame,  or  worfe  confequenoes 

*  would  attend  them  in  the  prefent  cafe ;  wiflied 
'  they  would  well  confider,  and  not  endanger  the 

*  very   being   of  Parliaments,    by   encreafing  the 

*  people's  deteflatian  of  them  •,  obferved,  that  peti- 

*  tions  being  declared  legal,  he  feared,  as  we  had 

*  begun  by  attacking  the  rights    of  the  people  in 

*  their  elefting  capacity,  we  fhould    now  proceed 

*  to  attack  their  right,  confirmed  by  the  law  of  the 

*  land,  and  vote  of  Parliament,  to  petition  ;  feared 

*  the  people,  thus  deprived  of  all  right,  would  juft- 

*  ly  fay,  v/hat  fignify  our  right  to   be  reprefented, 

*  our  reprefentatives  are  the  inftruments  to  inflave 

*  us,  we  will  fooner  have  one  tyrant  than  500. 

General  Conway  anfwered    him;    he   obferved^, Gen,   Con- 

*  that  he  had  always  wiilied  the  Houfe  had  not  pro-^""-^ ' 
'  ceeded  as  they  did  the  laft  year  in   the  MidMefepc 

*  ele6lion  •,  he  always  feared  the  confequences  which 

*  did  happen,  and  was  not  clear  but  worfe  would 
[  enfue  from  the  prefent ;  but  that  the  dignity  oF 

^  T  3  *  Parliament 
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'  Parliament  required  now   that  it  fliould  interfere 

*  at  all  events  ;  that  the  right  of  the  people  to  pe- 

*  tition  was  undoubted,  yet  that  if  fuch    petition 

*  contained  treafon,  or  other  high  offence,  it  cer- 
'  tainly  was  puniihable,  and  that  though  not  pu- 
«  nifhable  in  the  common  courts,  yet  certainly  iri 
'  Parliament  (the  fupreme  court  to  regulate  all  mat- 

*  ters  relating   to  the  nation  at  large),   it  was  \  he, 

*  therefore  joined   in    the    motion  for  calling  for 

*  thofe  papers.' 

Several  other  gentlemen  fpoke  on  both  fides  of 
the  queftion,  but  thefe  were   the  principal  argu- 
ments. 
-  The  majority  carried  it  271  to  iio. 

In  the  courfe  of  this  debate,  fome  altercation  paf- 
f^d  between  Mr.  Harley  and  the  Lord  Mayor,  each 
accufing  the  other  of  tyrannical  meafures.  Mr. 
Harley  faid,  '  this  remonftranee  {&t  out  with  a  fal- 

*  fity,  in  calling  it  the  remonilrance  of  the  Lord 
'  Mayor,  Aldermen^  &c.  whereas  fixteen  of  the  Al- 

*  dermen  protefted  againftit.' 
Lord  M^y-     i^he  ]_^ord  Mayor  faid,  '  they  would  have  done 

*  more  honeftiy  in  attending  the  Common  Hall, 

*  and  giving  reafons  againil  it ;  that  the  Common 
'  Hall  was  legally  and  regularly  afiembled,  and  that 

*  every  perfon,  though  abfent,  was  included  in  the 
'  refolutions  of  it ;  which  is  ftridlly  true.' 

March  16.  Sir  IV,  Meredith  made  a  motion, 
that  the  King  be  defired  to  profecute  the  author  of 
the  Whifperer,  and  other '  atrocious  libels.  Mr. 
^ownfend  obfervcd,  '  that  it  was  extremely  proper, 

*  but' hoped  it  would  not  be  confined  to  libellers  of 

*  one  clafs  only ;  that  he  had  very  good  reafons  to 

*  believe  that  Johnfon^  who  had  lately  publiflied  a 
Mibel  againft  the  conftitution,  CdW^.^  xhc  Falfe  A- 

*  larm,  and  Dr.  Shehbeare^    who   had  flood  in  the 

*  pillory  for  libelling  the  late  King  and  Conllitution, 

*  had  each  of  them  penfions  granted  by  the  mini- 
f  flry ;  he  hoped  this  was  not  true.'      The  Soli- 
citor 


or. 
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citor  General  faid,  '  there  was  no  occafion  for  this 

*  motion,  as  profecutions   were  commenced.'     So 

*  the  motion  dropped. 

Mr.  Burke  laid,  '  it  was  the  duty  of  miniftry  to 
'  profecute   any  libellers,  whether  of  minifters   or 

*  private  men.'     Lord   North   faid,    '  they  would 

*  profecute  thofe  who  libelled  the  King,  but  as  to 

*  himfelf,  he  cared  not  how  they  abufed  him.' 

Mo7iday^  March  i().  The  remonftrance  from  the 
City  of  London^  and  his  Majefty's  anfwer,  being 
read.  Sir  fT.  Clavering  moved,  that  '  to  deny  the  sir  r,  cia- 

*  legality   of  the  prelent  Parliament,  or  to  affert '^'''''^* 

*  their  a6ls  to  be  invalid,  was  unwarrantable,  tend- 

*  ing  to  deftroy  the  allegiance   of  the  fubje6l  by 

*  withdrawing  them  from  obedience  to  the  laws.' 
Seconded  by  Sir  Edward  Bla<:kett, 

Mr.  Doivdefwell  movQd  the  previous  que{lion;Mr.  d.-w- 
he  and  other  gentlemen  in  the  oppofition  obfer-'^'-^'^^^^' 
ving,  that  by  the  laws  of  the  land,  and  refolutions 
of  Parliament,  the  right  of  the  fubjed  to  petitioa 
was  indubitable ;  that  the  Bill  of  Rights  fays  ex- 
prefsly,  '  that  it  is  the  right  of  the  fubjed  to  pe- 
'  tition,  and   that  all  profecutions  for  petitioning 

*  are  illegal;  that  in  1701  the  Houfe  of  Commons 
'  reiblved,  that  it  was  the  right  of  the  fubjedt  to  pe- 
'  tition  for  the  calling,  fitting,  or  diiTolving  par- 
-'■  liaments ;  that  this  right  of  the  people  was  clear, 
'  indifputable  and  uncontroverted,  by    any    fubfe- 

*  quent  explanations,  and  therefore  mufl  be  taken 
'  in  its  mod  extended  fenfe.' 

To  this  the  majority  anfwered,  *  that  the  right 

*  of  petitioning  was  indeed  indifputable ;  but  thac 
'  if  fuch  petition  contained  any  matter  falfe,  inju- 
'  rious  or  illegal,  as  trtafon,  or  prayed  any  thing 
'  illegal,  fuch  petition  was  highly  puniiliable ;  and 
>  that  it  being  in  the  form  of  a  petition  did  by  no 
'  means  free  it  from  the  prolecution  or  puniflimeni: 

*  fuch  exprefiions  would  miCet  in  any  other  paper.' 

T  4        -        .  'To 
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To  this  it  was  anfwered,  '  that  it  would  be  an 
'  abfurdity  to  give  a  right  to  petition,  without 
giving  a  right  to  exprefs  the  caufe  of  fuch  peti- 
tion ;  that  in  the  courts  of  law,  it  is  held  to  be  no 
libel  to  ufe  words  and  matter  in  the  proceedings, 
which  any  where  clfe  would  be  falie,  fcandalous, 
and  punifhable  as  fuch.  Bills  of  Chancery  are 
generally  ituffed  with  as  many  lies  as  words,  and 
yet  they  are  not  ad^ionable  -,  nay,  it  has  been  de- 
termined, that  to  diftribute  a  printed  libel  at  the 
door  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  if  fuch  libel 
contains  reafons  againil  any  bill  depending  in  the 
Houfe,  being  the  common  form  of  procuring 
jufticc  from  the  Houfe,  is  not  a6tionable  in  the 
courts  of  law ;  that  the  reafon  for  fuch  determina- 
tion is  obvious,  as  all  avenues  to  obtain  jultice 
fhould  be  as  open  and  free  as  pofTible  •,  that  this 
do6lriqe  is  equally  applicable  to  petitions,  which 
being  a  way  of  feeking  redrefs  for  a  grievance, 
ought,  and  legally  is,  equally  free  ^  and  that  any 
matter  in  fiich  petition,  if  relevant  to  the  prayer 
of  fuch  petition,  is  not  punifhable,  though  fuch 
matter  fhould  be  falfe,  provided  though,  that  the 
prayer  of  the  petition  be  equally  legal.  On  the 
contrary,  to  aik  in  petition  for  what  cannot  be 
granted  legally,  is  puniihable,  or,  under  pretence 
of  a  petition,  to  introduce  matter  not  relevant  to 
fuch  petition,  if  falfe,  fcandalous,  or  libellous,  is 
equally  fo. 

For  the  motion,  *  it  was  urged,  a  part  of  this 
remonftrance  was  not  relevant  (viz.  that  part 
\yhichfays,  the  adlsof  this  Parliafnent  are  vitiate4 
by  the  determination  on  the  Middle/ex  eledion) 
to  the  petition,  but  a  fcandalous  affcrtion  contra- 
ry to  law,  and  deftrudlive  of  the  peace  of  the 
kingdom,  as  it  tended  to  introduce  adifobcdience 
to  the  laws,  and  founded  the  alarm  to  treafon  and 
rebellion.  That  to  remove  this  imprefBon,  it 
f  was  abfolutely  neceffary  for  Parliament  to  vindi- 
A  *  c?.te 
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*  cate  their  own  authority,  by  coming  to  the  pro- 
'  poled  reiblutions,  that  the  people  might  not  think, 

*  by  our  filence,  that  we   concurred  in   this  fenti- 

*  ment  of  the  city's,  and  to  quiet  the  minds  of  thofc 

*  who  having  procured  adls  under  the  prefcnt  par- 

*  hament,  might  be  under  apprehenfions  of  their 

*  vahdity.* 

It  was  anfwered,  *  that  no  one  doubted  theafier-* 

*  tion  to  be  falfe,  but   then  it  was  grounded  on 

*  true  principles ;  that  if  the  Houfe  of  Commons, 
'  inftead  of  eleding  only  one  member  into  their 

*  Houfe,  fhould  eledl   fifty,  would    any  perfon  in 

*  that  cafe  fay,  the  Parliament  had  not  done  an  adb 

*  that  vitiated  their  exiftence.     If  a  number  of  ads; 
^  illegal  in  themfelves,  of  that  nature,  would  vitiate 

*  their   exiftence,    it  was   not    an    unwarrantable, 

*  though  erroneous  way  of  judging,  that  one  adb 

*  had  not  vitiated  it ;  that  for  us  to  fay  we  were  a 

*  Parliament,  was  nugatory  and  ridiculous.     If  we 

*  are  a  Parliament,    the  validity  of  our  ads  would 

*  ihjsw  it ;  if  we  are  not  a  Parliament,  who  will  be- 

*  lieve  us  becaufe  we  fay  we  are-,  then  to  publilh  a 
'  manifefto  againft  the  city  of  London^  was  only  af- 

*  fertion  againft  afTertion,  which  tended  only   to 

*  make  us  more  cheap  in  the  eyes  of  the  people. 

'  It  was  faid  on  the  part  of  adminiftration,  that 
^  one  f)art  of  the  remonftrance  (relating  to  Lord 

*  Camden)  was  falfe,  and  not  proved  ;  that  to  defire 

*  his  Majefty    to  difmifs  his  miniftry,  for  fuch  a 

*  meafure,  was  unconftituticnal,  his   Majefty,  by 

*  the  conftitution,  being  entrufted   with   the   fole 

*  appointment  of  his  minifters,  and  that  none  but 
^  Parliament  had  a  right  to  defire  their  removal,  as 

*  Parliament  alone  is  the  grand  inqueft  of  the  na- 

*  tion,  entrufted  with  their  liberties,  and  from  Par- 

*  liament  alone  are  derived  all  the   liberties  of  the 

*  people.^ 

This  dodrine  was  very  much  abafed  by  the  mi- 
nority, the  very  contrary  being  true,    viz.    *  that 

*  Parliament 
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^  Parliament  received  all  its  privileges  from  the 
'  people :  they  obferved,  that  in  high  matters  of 
^  ilate,  it  was  not  neceUary  that  every  affertion 
^  fliould  be  firft  proved,  but  that  this  had  been  the 

*  opinion  of  the  protefting  Lords.  That  Parlia- 
*>  ment  had  the  right  to  defire  the  King  to  redrefs 
'  any  grievances  -,  but  that  this  right  was  by    no 

*  means  confined  to  them.     Parliaments  might  be 

*  corrupt,  they  might  be  influenced   by   the  mini- 

*  Her.  Suppofmg  that  the  cafe,  would  the  fubjed; 
'  be  debarred  from  reprefenting   their  grievances, 

*  and  defiring  redrefs.' 

Some  of  the  miniftry  faid,  '  that  though  the  Bill 
'  df  Rights  gave  apowerto  petition,  yet,  virtually, 

*  this  power  muft  be  fuppofed  to  extend  only  to 

*  what  is  in  the  immediate  power  of  the  King  to 

*  grant,  and  not  tofuclvhigh  matters  as  difTolution 
'  of  Parliaments,  which  was  ailep  the  Crown  could 

*  not  take,  but  by  the  advice  of  the  Privy  Council, 

*  and  that  no  minifter  durft  advife  fuch  a  meafure 
^  with  fafety  to  his  head.' 

It  was  anfwered,  '  that  the  right  of  petitioning 
^  by  the  Bill  of  Rights  was  unlimited,  and  derived 

*  from  the  old  fyllem  of  our  anceftors,  who  (in  Par- 
^  liament,  the  reprefenting  power  of  the  Kingdom) 

*  were  ufed  to  petition  the  King  for  any  law  or  re- 
f  gulation  they  found  neceifary  -,  and  if  the  King 
^  gave  a  favourable  anfwer  to  the  petition,  it  was 

*  the  bufinefs  of  the  judges  to  frame  a  law  on  fuch 

*  petition ;  that  fuch  right  to  the  people  had  con- 

*  tinued  to  the  time  of  Charles  II.  who  pafTed  fome 

*  laws  againft  tumultuous  petitioning,  which  laws 

*  were  even  declaratory  of  the  people's  rights ;  but 
'  being  further  infringed  by  James  II.  it  became 
'one  of  the  articles  againft  him,  for  which  he  was 
^  declared  to  have  abdicated.' 

The  miniftry  faid,  *  that  an  affair  of  this  nature 
'  ought  to  be  puniOied,  to  vindicate  the  honour  of 
"■  the  King,  which  was  hurt  by  being  ufed  in  a  dif- 

'  refpedful 
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*  refpectful  manner,  by  any  of  his  fubje^ls  5  that 
^  the  conflitution   was    impaired   by  the  demand, 

*  and  that  the  higher  the  body  fo  offending,  the 

*  crreater  ought  to  be  the  cenfure.  Indeed  the  ob- 
f  Tervation  in  the  remondrance  could  not  be  vindi- 
'  cated,  which  fays  this  is  720  Parliament,  becaufe 

*  it  undoubtedly   is,  de  fa^o,  a  Parliament;    but 

*  whether  fo,  dejure,  muft  be  left  to  the  decifion 

*  of  the  next  Parliament.     The  right  to  petition  is 

*  no  right,  if  punifhable ;  it  is  alfo  of  ufe  to  the 

*  Crown,  as  it  prevents    rebellions,  which   would 

*  fhew  themfelves  in  the  firft  inftance,  if  there  was 

*  not  intermediate  lleps  to-be  taken.     James  IL 
f  puniflied   the  biOiops  for  petitioning,    for  which 

*  reafon,  the  whole  people,  fmothering  their  griefs, 
'  unanimoufly  rebelled  againft  him  before  he  could 

*  be  perfuaded  they  were  dilTatisfied.     The  dignity 
'  of  the  Crown  is  beft  preferved  by  the  laws,  and 

*  the  refped  due  to  it,  by  the  redtitude  and  popu- 

*  larity  of  its  meafures.' 

The  Sollicitor-General  (Mr.  Dunning)  fpoke  in 
this  debate  on  the  fide  of  the  minority.  His  fpeech, 
which  continued  near  an  hour  and  a  half,  was  the 
iineft  piece  of  argument  and  eloquence  ever  heard 
in  the  Houfe.  He  anfwered  all  that  had  been  faid 
on  the  other  fide,  in  a  fyflematical  arrangement 
of  arguments,  deduced  from  fads,  law,  and  expe- 
perience:  it  did  him  much  honour.  At  three  ia 
the  morning,  divided  284  to  127. 

March  20.  Sir  2".  Clavering  moved  an  addrefs  oix 
the  refolution  of  the  day  before. 

There  was  not  much  frefh  argument.    It  was 
ailced  by  the  minority,  '  if  this  was  intended  to  be 

*  all  that  was  to  be  done  againft  the  remonftrance,* 
but  no  anfwer  was  given.  Some  of  the  miniftry  faid 
'  we  ought  to  go  muph  farther,  and  proceed  on 
'  the  foundation   we  had   now   laid,  whilft  others 

*  feemed  to  think  this  ftep  would  prevent  any  rnore 

*  remonftrances,  and  confequently  anfwer  th^  pur- 

.  *  pofes 
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'  pofes  of  miniflry.'   The  addrefs  was  carried,  248 
to  ()^. 

March  21.  The  addrefs  read,  moved  to  defire 
a  conference  with  the  Lords,  to  defire  their  con- 
currence.    The  objedion  taken  to  this  was,  '  that 

*  if  the  Lords  fhould  concur,  it  would   preclude 

*  them  from  hearing  any  impeachment  on  that  head, 

*  as  they  would  not  be  competent  judges  in  a  cafe 

*  they  had  already  decided/  The  miniftry  were 
very  tender  on  that  head,  giving  no  determinate 
anfwer,  whether  an  impeachment  was,  or  was  not 

llvS""^^'  intended.     Sir  G.  ^avile  (ironically)  faid,  '  he  was 

*  l-urprized  the  objedlion  Ihould  be  made,  though 

*  now  we  were  as  well  taught  our  bufmefs  as  any 
'  hunter  at  the  bar.     We  had  begun  by  fmall  leaps 

*  at  the  conftitution,  but,  by  a  regular  fyftem,  we 
'  had  been  drawn  from  lefTer  to  greater  ^  that  now 

*  he  quellioned,  whether,  (landing  or  flying,  there 

*  was  any  thing  we  durft  not  leap.     That  the  Houfe 

*  of  Lords,  if  they  concurred  in  the  addrefs,  would 
'  be  fo  much  better  judges  forcer  purpofe,  as  who 

*  would  not  wifh  to  have  his  caufe  tried  by  judges, 

*  of  whofe  determination  in  our  favour  we  had  fo 

*  good  reafon  toexpedt.'^— 'Nodivifion. 

The  Houfe,  according  to  order,  refolved  itfelf 
into  a  committee  of  the  whole  Houfe,  upon  the 
Bill  to  regulate  the  trials  of  controverted  elections, 
or  returns  of  Members  to  ferve  in  Parliament. 
Ux.Kxzhy.  Upon  opening  the  preamble,  Mr.  i^fg-^j  com- 
menced a  general  oppofition  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  in  general  to  the  mode  of  the  remedy 
propofed  therein,  referving  to  himfelf  his  particu- 
lar oppofition  to  the  particular  regulations  con- 
tained therein,  when  the  Bill  fliould  be  read 
claufe  by  claufe. 

He  joined  ifTue  with  the  propofers  of  the  Bill, 
that  the  evil  arifing  from  the  prefent  mode  of  try- 
ing controverted  eledions  required  fome  remedy, 
and  faidp '  that  this  opinion  was  not  now  firft  ftarted^ 

^  many 
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'  many  members  in  times  pad,  on  many  occafions, 

*  had  exprelfed  rather  their  wilh,  than  their  hope, 
'  of  finding  fome  remedy  for  this  evil;  that  he  was 

*  of  opinion,  that  the  remedy  propofed  by  this 
'  Bill,  would  not  prove  effectual,  was  a  very  doubt- 
'  ful,  and  a  very  dangerous  experim.ent,  fo  far  as 
'  it  was  an  effential  alteration  of  the  conflitution 
'  in  the  Houfe  of  Commons.  That  the  Houfe 
'  never  did,  nor  ever  could  delegate  the  whole  of 

*  its  power  to  a  committee,  by  giving  fuch  com- 

*  mittee  power  to  come  to  a  final  determination, 

*  and  to  give  final  judgment,  which  he  faid  was 

*  confelTed    to  be    the  cafe,   when    the  appoint- 

*  ment  of  this  new  fort  of  committee  was   pro- 

*  pofed  to  be  made  by  a6l  of  Parliament.  That 
'  the  Houfe  not  having  power  to  adminifter  an 

*  oath,  was  alfo  a  reafon  why  this  muft  be  done  by 

*  a6l  of  Parliament ;    that  the  feled  committees 

*  adling  upon  oath  alfo  required  an  adt  of   Par- 

*  liament. 

'  That  he   not   only  difapproved   the  meafurc 

*  which  brought  the  Houfe  into  a  necefTity  of  al- 

*  tering  its  powers  and  proceedings  in  thofe  judi- 

*  cial  matters,  in  which    it  ought  to  be  indepen- 

*  dent  of  the  other   branches  of  the  legillature, 

*  but  alfo  as  it  brought  on  a  necelTity  of  doing  it 

*  by  the  aid,  and  with  the  confent  of  thofe  other 

*  branches.     He   thought   the  additional  fandlion  , 
'  of  the  oath,  if  men  were  now  fo  abandoned  as 

*  to  have  no  tie   upon  their  honour,  would,  like 

*  oaths  of  office,  and  Cuftom-Houfe  oaths,  foon 

*  fall  into  m.ere  matter  of  form,  and  lofe  all  fanc- 

*  tion,  and  fo  make  bad  worfe.' 

Capt.  Phipps^  with  great  judgment  and  propri- Captain 
ety,  in  a  manner  that  (truck  the  committee,  faid,^^'^^*' 
'  that  as  he  v/as  a  young  man  and  a  young  mem- 
'  ber,    he   fhould  not,  upon  a  propofiiion  of  f(> 

*  great  importance,  give  his  own  fcntiments,  but 

*  as  he  had  fbrmed  his  ov^^n  opinion  upon  the  kn~ 

'  timenrs 
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*  timents  of  fome  of  the  greatefl  men  that  ever 

*  fat  in  that   Hoiife,  he  would  beg  leave  to  read 

*  as  a  part  of  his  fpeech  the  colledion  which  he 

*  had   made  of  thofe  fentiments  from  the  debates 

*  of  Parliament ;'  and  read  fome  fo  well  feledted 
as  made  great  impreffion. 

Lord  Clare,  Lord  Clare  then  fpoke  to  the  great  rieceflity  of 
a  remedy,  to  the  propriety  of  the  remedy  as  pro- 
pofed,  but  fugge(led  fome  objedions,  which  he 
faid,  '  he  did  not  fee  how  to  obviate  in  fome  of  the 

*  particular  regulations.  As  for  inftance,  in  the 
'  fele6t  committee's  reporting  its  determination  as 

*  a  final  judgment  as  to  the  feat,  while  all  their 
'other  refolutions  were  to   be  determined  finally 

*  by  the  Houfe,  he  did  not  fee  how  the  refolutions 

*  of  the   final  determination   could    be   feparated 

*  from  intermediate  ones,  which  led  to  that  de^ 
'  termination. 

UuR'tce.  Mr.  Rice  fpoke  flrongly  in  favour  of  theBilf, 
but  referved  himfelf  upon  the  particular  regula- 
tions, as  each  claufe  fhould  be  read. 

Mr.Gr^fl.       Mr.  G.  GrenvUk  faid,  '  that  having  before,  on 

*  the  propofing  the  Bill,  fpoken  fo  fully  to  the  ne- 

*  celTity  of  fome  remedy,  and  on  the  committing 
'  the  Bill,  fo  particularly  to  the  nature  of  this  re- 
'  medy  propofed,  he  ihould  not  detain  the  com- 
'  mittee   with   repetitions  5  but   obferved,    that  it 

*  this  mode  now  propofed  was  not  agreeable  to  the 
'  Handing  law  of  Parliament,  it  was  yet  agreeable 
'  and  conformable  to  the  fpirit  and  end  of  it.  That 

*  if  it  was  to  be  an  objedlion  to  a  Bill,  that  it  pro- 

*  pofed  fomething  new  and  fome  alteration  in  the 
'  ufage,  and  eftablifhed  mode  of  proceeding,  that 

*  then  no  remedial  laws  propofing  alterations  in 

*  modes  which  were  at  length  found  inconvenient, 

*  or  propofing  remedies  to  evils  arifing  from  efta- 

*  bliftied  rules  of  court  and  law  which  no  longer 

*  produced  the  end  propofed,  but  on  the  contrary 

*  were  productive  of  dangerous  mifchiefs^  could 

'  ever 
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'  ever  be  admitted.     He  fhewed  how  this  mode  of 

*  a  feledl  committee  was  agreeable  and  conforma- 

*  ble  to  the  fpirit  of  the  conftitution,  to  the  rule 
'  of  all  our  judicial    proceedings,  to  the  ancient 

*  ufage  of  Parliament,  and  to  the   original  efta- 

*  blifliment  of  the  committee  of  privileges  itfclf, 
'  which   was  originally  a  feled  committee,  and  al- 

*  ways  from  the  nature  of  its  inflitution  fo  meant 
'  to  Idc;  but  from  a  bad  deviation  and  departure 

*  from  this  inflitution  it  was  by  degrees  enlarged  to 
'  greater  and  greater  numbers,  until  it  became  ri- 
'  diculous  to  confider  it  as  a  ieledl  committee,  and 

*  a  vote  at  length  pafTed,  that  ail  who  came  to  it 
'  Ihould  have  voices,  from  which  time  may  be 
'  dated  the  abufes  every  day  more  and  more  com- 

'  plained  of     That  he  acknowledged  that  the  pro-    . 
'  pofal  in  this  Bill,  of  making  the  determination 

*  of  the  committe  final  without  the  confirmation 
'  of  the  Houfe,  was  new,  and  perhaps  not  to  be 
'  found  in  any  precedent  of  the   proceedings  of 

*  the  Houfe,  yet  the  nature  of  the  evil  pointed  out 

*  the  necelTity  of  this  alteration  ;  for  this  very  rea- 
'  fon,  that  the  Houfe  at  large  might  not  have  any 
'  thing  to  do  in  the  decifion,  to  which  it  always 

*  proceeded,  in  a  manner  fo  juftly  complained  of 
'  to  the  fhame  of  the  Houfe;  in  a  manner  fo 
'  juftly  reproached  by  all  without  doors,  and  gave 
'  fuch   fcandal   to  the  whole  world.     That  there 

*  was  no  method  of  curing  this  evil  but  by  remov- 
'  ing  the  trial  from  a  court  that  v/as  thin  to  hear 

*  and  full  to  judge,  from  a  court,  the  members  of 
'  which  openly  avowed  that  they  decided  not  on 
'  the  merits  of  juflice,  but  as  their  engagements 
'  flood ;  and  by  deferring  the  hearing,  and  final 
'judgment  alfo  to  a  court  confiding  of  a  MtS, 

*  number  of  a  few  members  refponfible  for  their 
'  condud,  and   adling  under  the  fandlion  of  an 

*  oath.  That  this  fituation  was  exadly  that  of  a 
'jury,  that  whatever  might  be  now  the  degree  of 

'  profligacy 
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'  profligacy  and  corruption  in  the  world  at  large, 

*  yet  juries,  their  proceedings  and  verdids,  flill  re- 

*  mained  unimpeached.    That  in  the  fame  manner 
.     *  as  this  trying  by  a  jury  was  by  our  law  confidered 

*  as  trying  by  the  whole  county,  lo  the  hearing  and 

*  determining  by  this  leled  committee  taken  out  of 

*  the  Houfe,  was  in  like  manner  a  trial  by  the 

*  whole  Houfe.     He  then  fpoke  in  general  expk- 

*  nation  of  the  feveral  regulations  propofed  in  the 

*  forming  of  this  committee,  and  aifo  thofe  pro- 

*  pofed  for  its  proceedings,  refervjng  to  himfelf  to 

*  fpeak  particularly  on  each  as  the  Bill  was  read 

*  claufe  by  claufe.' 

MuDyfon,      Mr.   Byfon  then  faid,  *  although  he  knew  that 
^  this  was  not  the  time  to  fpeak  to  the  principle 

*  of  the  Bill;  yet  as  he  did  not  objed  to  the  pro- 
'  pofal  being  received  by  the  Houfe  in  the  form 

*  of  a  Bill,  nor  to  its  being  commirted,  fo  that  if 

*  any  thing  which  might  be   received   could  be 

*  framed  from  it,  it  might  have  a  fair  trial  given 

*  to  it ;  yet  he  objedled  to  the  whole  of  the  Bill 

*  as  now  offered,  to  its  principle,  and  to  the  mode 
'  propofed  by  it,  and  therefore  laid  in  his  claim 

*  to  make  thofe  objedlions  more  fully  at  the  pro- 

*  per  time,  doing  at  prefent  what  he  thought  fair 

*  and  candid,  throwing  out  the  ground  of  his  ob- 

*  jedtions,  both  in  general  and  in  particular.     He 

*  objeded  firft  as  the  njode  was  novel,  and  con- 

*  trary  to   the  ufage  and  cuftom  of  Parliament, 

*  and  inconfiftent   with  the  conftitution  thereof 

*  That  the  Houfe  by  coming  into  fuch  a  propofal 

*  of  eftablifhing  a  committee,  which  was  to  de- 

*  cide  independent  of  the  judgment  of  the  Houfe, 
^  did  not   only   dived  itfelf  of  the  powers  effen- 

*  tial  to  it  and  its  jurifdidion,  but  that  the  doing 

*  it  by  ad  of  oath  was  (till  more  dangerous.    That 

*  this  doing  it  by  an  A(5t,  fo  far  as  it  had  a  tendency 

*  to  render  the  Houfe  of  Commons  dependent  on 

*  the  other  branches  of  Jegifiature  in  the  cxercifc 

'  of 


A.   i;7o.      DEBATES.  2S9 

*  of  its  judicial  powers,  and  particularly  in  matters 

*  of  its  own  exclufive  rights  and  privileges,  had 
'  a  direcfl  tendency  to  deftroy  the  balance  of  power 

*  between  the  feveral  branches  of  Parliament,  and 

*  mud  fo  far  obftrud  the  freedom  and  even  exiil- 
'  ence  of  Parliament ;  that  therefore  if  he  could 

*  fee    removed    the    unfurmountable    objections, 

*  which   lay  in  the  way  of  the  mode  of  the  pro- 

*  pofal,  he  could  yet  never  give  his  confent  to  the 
'  doing  it  by  A6b  of  Parliament.     That  he  dif- 

*  approved  the  feveral  regulations  propofed,  fome 

*  as  impracticable,  others  as  inefficient;  he  thought 

*  the  various  regulations,  prefcribed  for  the  form- 
'  ing  the  committee  as  propofed  in  the  Bill,  intri- 

*  c-ate  and  impra6licable,  and  gave  his  reafons  in 

*  the  particular  difcufiion  of  each  ;  he  faid  further, 
'  that  he  thought  that  partiality  might  creep  into 
'  this  committee  equally  as  well  as  exift  in  the 
'  Houfe  at  large,  efpeciaily  by  means  of  the  two 

*  additional  members  to  be  nominated  by  the  par- 

*  ties.     He   was  apprehenfive  that  fome  of  thefe 

*  regulations    might   draw  into  dangerous  confe- 

*  quences,  which  the  Houfe  was  no  longer  at  li- 

*  berty,   or  had  the  power  to  remedy,  when    it 

*  (hould  once  thus  have  delegated  its  judicial 
'  power  to  a  court,  to  be  formed  by  A6t  of  Par- 
'  liament.' 

Mr.   Dunning  anfwered    the  objed:ions    made  ^r.  Dun^ 
by  Mr.  Byfon^  as  to  the  intricacy  and  impradica-""'^' 
bility  5  he  faid,  '  that  many  the  mod  eafy  and  na- 

*  tural  movements  or  adions,  when  they  came  to 

*  be  defcribed  in  words,  might  appear  perplexed 

*  and  intricate,  and  would  require  fuch  an  unra- 

*  veiling  detail  of  defcription  as  might  make  thofe 

*  appear    impradlicable,    which   it  was   notorious 

*  were  the  common  movements  of  every  moment.* 
He  juftified  every  propofed  regulation  from  the 
analogy  of  our  courts  of  Jaw,  and  (hewed  that  the 
improvements    propofed  in  the  Bill  arofe  in  like 

Vol.  VIII.  U  manner 
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manner  from  the  evil  which  called  for  the  fpccial 
remedy,  exadly  in  the  fame  manner  as  new  re- 
gulationsj  and  even  alterations  had  been  made  in 
the  eftablifhment  of  our  Courts,  in  the  modes  of 
trial,  and  even  in  the  formation  and  frame  of  ju- 
ries themfelves.  He  fhewed  how  the  evil  was 
fpecial,  that  this  propofal  was  a  remedy  fpecially 
fuited  to  it,  and  that  an  A8:  of  Parliament  was 
the  only  way  to  eftablifh  it,  and  by  eilablifhing 
it,  to  eflablifh  the  honour  and  dignity  of  the  Houfe, 
which  had  been  already  too  much  committed  and 
hazarded,  by  refling  on  the  authority  of  its  own 
€x  parte  refolutions. 

hoHi^ortb.  Lord  North  \d^\di  in  his  claim  to  obje6t  to  the 
whole  of  the  Bill,  if  upon  report  thofe  particular 
objedlions,  which  then  appeared  to  it,  were  not, 
or   could  not   be  removed,  but  faid,  '  he  fhould 

*  not  oppofe  its  going  through  the  committee.' 

The  Bill  was  then  read  claufe  by  claufe,  and 
many  interlocutory  debates  arofe  thereon  ;  the  ob- 
je6lions  made  by  Lord  Clare^  Mr.  Rigby  and  Mr. 
Dyfofiy  to  the  power  of  challenging,  for  caufe, 
were  found  well  grounded  and  admitted  as  fuch, 
and  the  claufe  (landing  in  the  Bill  for  that  pur- 
pofe  was  agreed  to  be  left  out. 

When   that  claufe  was  read   which  enadls  the 
appointment  of  the  perfons  to  be  named  by  the 
petitioners  or  their  agents,   to  be  added  to  thofe 
who  are  chofen  by  lot, 
Mr.  Pow«.     Mr.  Fownall  arofe  and  faid,  '  as  fome  very  par- 
*^''  *  ticular  exceptions  had  been  taken,  and  fome  ob- 

'  jcdtions  made  to  this  part  of  the  plan  •,  and  as 
'  he  found  himfelf   more   particularly  concerned 

*  to  explain  and  defend  this  part  of  the  Bil!,  he 

*  begged  the  indulgence  of  the  committee  to  per- 

*  mit  him  to  fay  a  few  words  on  this  point,  it  be- 

*  ing    now   the   proper   time    and  place    to    ob- 

*  viate   thofe  objedions.     He  faid  when  he  confi- 

*  ^sred  this  as  eftablifhing  a  mode  of  trial,  as  fi- 

2  milar 
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*  milar  to  that  by  a  jury  as  could  poffibly  be 
'  adopted  in  the  cafe,  one  very  material  difference 

*  (truck  him,  which  might  have  created  an  eflen- 

*  tial  defedt  in  the  mealure.     A  jury  taken  from 

*  the  body  of  the  country  (as  this  cojnmittee  v/as 

*  from  the  body  of  the  Houfe)  although  it  might 
'  confift  of  men  uninformed  in  bufmefs,  unknow- 
'  ing  in  points  of  law,  were  yet  afTifted  by  the 

*  judges  learned  in  the  law,  who  prefided  at  tryals 

*  for  that  very  purpofe.     This  committee  might 

*  happen   to  be  formed  of  young  men  and  young 

*  members,  who  finding  themfelves  unacquainted 

*  with    fuch    tranfadlions   and   fuch    proceedings 

*  would  be  totally  at  a  lofs,  and  in  confequence 
'  thereof  in  the  hands  and  in  the  power  of  clerks, 
'  agents  and  lawyers.     The  committee  might  con- 

*  fill  of  members  uninformed  in  the  operation  of 

*  the  laws  of  eleftion  and  of  the  proceedings  of 

*  this  Houfe  thereupon.  Nay  were  they  even 
'  fuch  as  had  a  general  parliamentary  knowledge 
'  in  thefe  matters,  yet  the  peculiar  local  rights, 
'  and  fpecial  procefs  of  fpecial  cafes  might  require 
'  a  more  particular  and  fpecial  acquaintance  with 

*  and   information  of  the  particular  proceedings. 

*  The   peculiar  modes  of  proceedings,   and  local 

*  rights  in  Scotland  would  prove  to  be  a  fubjed;  of 

*  which*  the  beft  pradical  member  of  Parliament 
'  might  be  uninformed  and  ignorant.  The  afllft- 
'  ance  therefore,  in  fuch  cafes,  of  perfons  having 
^  fufficient  and  adequate  knowledge  of  the  matter 

*  muft  be  a  thing  certainly  to  be  wifhed  by  thofe 

*  who  wiihed  to  fee   an  equal  and  perfedt  judg- 

*  ment.     Yet   as    the   committee   ftands  formed 

*  by  the  lor,  there  may  be  no  fuch  afliftance,  they 

*  cannot  refer  the  matter  to,  norconfukthe  Houfe^ 

*  fuch  appeal  would  totally  defeat  the  whole  mea- 
'  fure  by  throwing  the  judgment  into  the  old  now 
'  reprobated  mode  of  decifion. 

'  Our  conftitution  admits  not  indeed  the  modes 

*  of  proceeding  ufed  in  the  civil  law,  yet  there 

U  2  *  are 
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*  are  indances  wherein  it  hath  in  fome  meafurc 
'  improved  its  own  modes  by  copying  from  the 
'  wifdom  of  that.  The  dck^t  in  this  very  cafe  is 
'  here  propofed  to  be  remedied  by  adopting  a  re- 
^  gulation  of  the  civil  law  in  cafes  of  i:he  like  pre- 
'  dicament.     That  law,  where  it  might  fo  happen 

*  that  a  judge  fhould  be  unknowing,  or  unin- 
^  formed  of  the  particular  laws  by  which  ;he  parti- 
'  cuiar  cafe  was  to  be  decided,  called  in  the  aid  and 
^  affiftance  of  an  JJfeJjor  learned  in  fuch  law,  which 

*  alTeiTor,  although  fpecially  appointed  to  that  fpe- 

*  cial  cafe,  was  itill  equally  guarded  in  every  line 
'  of  fecurity,  which  the  law  could  prefcribe,  or 
'  dired,  againft  all  predile6lion  or  prejudgment. 
'  In  like  manner,  although  the  perfons  here  nomi- 

*  nated  are  fo  nominated  by  the  parties  in  the  caufe, 
'  yet  they  are  not  named  as  parties,  but  become  un- 

*  diilinguifhed  parts  of  the  fame  jury,  are  bound  by 

*  the  fame  fan6lions,  areas  fuch  fworn  to  do  impar- 
'  tial  juitice.  Nay  the  very  naming  of  them  in  this 
'  manner  fets  them  in  a  more  refponfible  fituation, 

*  pledges   more  iiriclly   their  honour,  and  places 

*  them  more  marked  in  the  eyes  of  men.  This 
'  marked  fituation  creates  ftronger  and  more  ef- 
'  ficient  motives  to  thejuftice  and  honour  of  their 

*  conduct -,  for  fo  much  more  as  they  Hand  under 
\  the  idea  of  the  friends  of  this  or  that  party  fo 

*  much  the  more  fcrupuloufly  (a6ling  under  oath) 

*  will  they  be  found  to  form  the  line  of  their  judg- 

*  ment.     As  therefore  the  nature  of  the  cafe  calls 

*  for  fuch    aid-,    as   the  examples   of    the  wifefl 

*  ftates  juftify  and  give  fanction  to  this  mode  of 

*  afifefTors;  and  as  there  cannot  be  any  danger  in 

*  fuch  rightly  underftood,  I  fliould  hope  all  ob- 
"*  jedlions  to  this  part  would  ccafe,  and  that  this 

*  would  be  received  and  agreed  to,' 

When  this  Bill  had  advanced  in  reading  to  the 
claufe  that  enads,  that  the  determination  of  the 
comn-yttee  fnould  be  final,  Mr,  Dyfon  made  his 

objedion 
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objeclion  in  form  to  that  claufe,  as  containing  Mr. z^x''*'- 
matter  which  the  Hoiile  could  never  pal?,  as  it 
could  never  fo  far  diveft  itfelf  of  its  elTential  con- 
flitutionai  jurifdidion,  as  to  delegate  its  v/hole 
power  without  reference  or  controul,  or  even  the 
power  of  confirmation  being  left  to  it.  That  this 
would  not  be  eiiabliihing  a  committee  which  was 
in  the  nature  of  it  a  dependant,  partial,  tempo- 
rary creature,  acting  under  the  dire6lion,  and  ex- 
ifting  at  the  will  of  the  Houfe,  which  created  it, 
for  the  very  purpofe  of  reporting  to  its  conftitu- 
ent ;  but  would  be  to  eftabhrn  a  court,  novel, 
without  precedent,  and  unknown  to  our  confti- 
tution.  That  a  Houfe  of  Parliament  never  did, 
or  could  eflabliili  fuch  a  committee,  and  that  the 
doing  it  by  Act  of  Parifament  was  unconftitu- 
t-ional  fo  far  as  it  broke  in  upon  the  rights  and  pri- 
vileo-es  which  each  branch  of  the  leo^iQature  held 
and  ought  to  enjoy  of  its  own  right. 

Mr.  pQW7iaU  faid,  '  that  this  fabjedt,  fo  far  as  Mr.  Fown- 

*  the   neceiTity  of  a  reform   v/as  the  ground   and'''^* 
'  matter   of   the   Bill  propofed,  kad  been  in   his 

'•  contemplation  ever  fmce  the  hearing  of  the  fir(t 

*  controverted    election    Vv^hich   hs  had   attended. 

*  That  he  had  confidered  the  effedl;  which  does, 
^  and  ever  muft  follow  from  our  prefent  manner 

*  of  deciding  on  thefe  matters,  Tliat  he  had  con- 
'  fidered  the  contrary  effect  ariiing  from  the  mode 
'  of  tryal  by  jury.  That  even  in  the  midpL  of  the 
'  moft  luxurious,  unprincipled,  profligate  age, 
'  even  in  the  very  crifis,  in  the  delirium  of  the  fever 

*  of  party  rage,  juries  had  prefcrved  their  faith  and 
'  honour.     That  he  had  obferved  that  the  Houfes 

*  of  Parliam'rnt    themfelves    had,  at  times,    fallen 

*  Into  fomething  of  this  form  in  the  comn-jittees 

*  to  which  they  had  entruiled  the  power  of  en- 

*  quiry,  hearing  and  determining.  i  hat  by  com- 
'  bining  his  ideas  of  a  jury,  .and  cf  a  committee 
f  formed  on  the  iiiodelof  a  jury,  he  had  conceived 

y  3  ^  '  that 


294  Parliamentary     A.  1770. 

'that    regulations  nearly   fimilar  to  the    prefent 

*  might   have  been  framed  on   the  old  forfaken 

*  ground  of  tryals  of  petitions,  but  was  fo  far 
'  from  thinking  any  fuch  plan  praflicable,  that 
'  he  never  mentioned  it  but  to  a  few  friends,  merely 

*  as  a  fpeculation,  and  did  not  even  hope  ever  to 

*  hear  it  mentioned  without  being  laughed  at,  un- 
^  til  the    great  parliamentary  knowledge   of  the 

*  Right  Hon.   propofer  of  this  Bill,  fupported  by 

*  the  authority  and  influence    which  his    charac- 

*  ter,  efleemed  in  all  points,  does  give  to  every 

*  thing  he  propofes,  brought  his  excellent  plan 
'  forward  ^  that  it  was  brought  forward  with  a  de  ■ 
'  gree  of  conviflion    that   hath  obviated   and  re- 

*  moved  every  objeclion  that  can  be  made  to  it, 
'  fo  that  it  had  acquired  not  only  in  this  commit- 

*  tee,  but  in  the   Houfe,  a    majority  of  friends, 
^  who  approved  and  would  fupport  it.     He  faid 

*  that  he  had  intended  to  have  fpoken  to  the  ge- 

*  neral  plan,  tenor  and  purport  of  this  propofai  by 

*  way  of  anfwer  to  the  feveral  objedlions  made  to 

*  it,  but  that  the  obje6lions  made  to  the  princi- 

*  pie  of  the  Bill  had  been  fo  fully  anfwered  by 

*  many  fo  much  abler  advocates,  that  the  objec- 

*  tions  made  to  the  impradicablenefs  of  the  re- 

*  gulations   had  been  clearly  removed  upon   the 

*  difcuflion   of  each  claufe ;   that  he  fhould  have 

*  contented  himfelf  with  giving  a  filent  vote  had 
^  he  not  found  the  objedion  fo  much  infilled  on ; 

*  that   the  principle  of  this   Bill  was  novel,   and 

*  that  the  mode  propofed,  of  forming  by  an  Acl 

*  of  the   whole  Parliament   a  feled  committee  of 

*  one  of  the  Houfes  of  Parliament,  was  unconfli- 

*  tutional,  and  of  dangerous  pra6lice ;  that  no 
^  Houfe  of  Parliament  ever  did,  or  could  delegate 

*  the  whole  of  its  power  in  any  particular  cafe, 
^  efpecially  not  its  judicial  power,  to  a  I'eledl  com- 

*  mittee  •,  that  fuch  a  committee  never  was  bound 

*  by  an  oath,  and  never  could  decide  finally,  fo  as 

^  that 
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*  that  the  decifion  of  fuch  a  committee  was  a  final 
'judgment.  That  fuch  a  method  was  novel,  wholly 

*  unknown  to  the  conftitution  of  Parliament.  He 
'  would  now,  as  this  was  the  proper  time  to  an- 

*  fwer  that  particular  objedlion,  which  indeed  went 
'  to  the  whole  of  the  Bill,  fhew  that  the  pradlice 

*  was  not  novel,  not  unknown  to  Parliament,  by 

*  producing  a  precedent  that  could  not  be  objeded 

*  tOj  not  from  uncertain  journals,  but  from  an  A6t 
'  of  Parliament  itfclr,  from  the  ftatutes  lying  on  the 
'  table.'  He  then  referred  to  a  ftatute  in  the  reign 
of  Edward  III.  (Ibme  gentlemen  in  the  com- 
mittee called  to  have  it  read)  he  faid  to  fave  that 
trouble  he  would  read  an  abftrad  of  it,  and  then 
read  from  a  paper  in  his  hand.     '  The  ad  I  refer 

*  to,  is  of  the  15th  of  Edward  III.  chap.  i. 
'  for  remedying  delays  of  judgment.  The  pre- 
'  amble  flates  the  evil. 

'  The  firft  claufe  appoints  the  feledb  committee 
«  of  Lords. 

*  The  fecond,  that  they  have  power  to  order  re- 

*  cords,  procefTes,  judgments  and  juftices  before 
'  them. 

'  The  third  direds,  that  upon  hearing  they  are 

*  to  make  accord  and  give  judgment. 

'  The  fourth  orders,  to  remand  the  fame  back  to 
'  the  courts,  ordering  immediate  execution  of 
'judgment. 

'  The  fifth  provides,  that  in  fpecial  cafes  they 
'  are  to  refer  the  matter  to  Parliament.' 

'  Sixth,  who  by  that  authority  (hall  be  ordered 
'  to  proceed  to  judgment  forthwith. 

'  In  the  leventh  claufe  the  commiffion  ap- 
'points  by  name  the  committees;  who  by  the 
<  eighth  claufe  are  required  to  take  an  oath  faith- 
'  fully  to  ferve  the  King  and  his  people.' 

By  this  precedent  it  appeared,  chat  a  Houfe  of 
Parliament  (the  Houfe  of  Lords,  in  cafe  of  their 
udicial  jurifdidion)  agreed  to  the  forming  by  Aci 
U4  of 


^9^  Parliamentary       A.  i 770. 

of  'Parliament  a  fele5f  ccmmitlee^  hound  to  try  upon 
oath^  and  empowered  to  decide  finally  without  report 
to  the  Houfe^  whofe  dedfion  was  a  final  judgment^ 
which  was  ordered  by  faid  Atl  to  he  carried  into 
immediate  execution.  He  hoped,  after  this  clear 
and  deBnitive  precedent,  '  they  fliould  hear  no 
*-  more   that   the    propofal   in   this   Bill  was   no- 

*  vel,  and  unknown  to  Parliament,  or  contrary  to 
^  the  conilitution  of  it.     He  faid  further,  that  al- 

*  though  he  did  not  lay  great  ftrefs  on  the  vague 
'  entries   of  imperfed  accounts   made  in  the  old 

*  journals,  yet  lb  far  as  they  fhewed  that  the  man- 

*  ncr  in  which  committees,  appointed  to  examine, 

*  did  decide  were  not  in  all  cafes  the  fame  •,  and  fo 

*  far  as  there  did  appear  in  fome  cafes  fomething 
^  of  a  decifion  of  committees,    which  was  final, 

*  he  would  refer  to  them.     He  faid,  that  in  Queen 

*  Elizabeth's  time  he  found  in  the  journals  ibme 
^  committees  appointed  to  examine  and  report^  and 
'  there  were  alfo  inftances  of  committees  appointed 

*  to  hear  parties,  and  to  certify^  to  confider  and  to 
^  certify^  and  fo  on  •,  that  the  firft  reported  for  the 

*  confirmation  of  the  Houfc.     That  if  there  be 

*  nothing  in  the  journals  to  fhew  that  the  decifion 

*  of  the  fecond  were  final ;  yet  there  is  nothing 
^  in  the  journals  which  fhews  that  the  Houfe  con- 

*  fidered  the  decifion  as  wanting  confirmation,  but 
^  it  ftands  in  the  journals  as  final.  He  then  con- 
'  eluded,  by  faying,  that  on  this  ground  the  mode 

*  propofed  by  the  Bill  might  be  affirmed  of  ancient 

*  practice,  was  parliamentary,  and  had  even   the 

*  appearance  of  precedent  in  the  Houfe  of  Com- 

*  mons  in  its  favour.' 

Objedlions  were  made  to  that  part  of  the  Bill, 
wherein  it  was  directed,  that  the  committee  fhould 
report  to  the  Houfe  all  refolutions,  except  that 
final  one  refpeding  the  feat  on  the  evidence  of  the 
election,  to  the  Houfe,  as  being  a  meafure  which 
would  defeat  the  very  end  of  the  Bill,  by  throw- 
ing 
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ing  the  judgment  in  the  forming  of  it  into  the 
Houfe.  In  order  to  obviate  this  difficulty,  which 
was  feen  to  be  a  real  one,  an  amendment  was  pro* 
pofed  and  agreed  to,  that  the  committee  fhoiild 
(//  they  thought  proper)  report  fuch  refolutions 
therein  referred  to,  to  the  Houfe. 

There  were  alfo  fome  objedtions  made  to  the 
claufe  enforcing  the  attendance  of  the  members, 
but  it  was  fhewntobe  founded  on  pradlice. 

Some  obje6tlons  alfo  were  flatted  as  to  the  effedb 
which  the  tryals  confequent  upon  indid:ments  for 
perjury  might  have  on  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee, but  it  was  made  to  appear,  that  thefe  ob~ 
je6lions  arofe  from  mifapprehenfions  of  the  pro- 
cefs  of  fuch  tryals,  and  fo  dropt.  After  the  Bill 
was  gone  through  fome  claufes  were  added  ;  one 
to  afcertain  the  nature  of  the  adjournments  of  the 
committee  ^  another  to  render  the  Ad  temporary 
for  feven  years ;  as  it  was  univerfally  agreed  it 
was  befl  to  introduce  the  matter  as  an  experi- 
ment-, which  if  it  did  not  fucceed,  the  Ad  might 
expire  of  itfelf ;  if  it  did,  it  would  then  of  courfe 
be  condnued. 

March  22.     The  conference  with  the  Lords. 

March  23.     The  Lords  agreed  to  the  addrefs. 

Both  Houfes  carried  it  to  the  King. 

fhe  Hitmhle  A'DTi^'E^S  of  the  Right  Honourable 
the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal^  and  Commons^ 
in  Parliament  ajfembled,  to  his  Majefiy, 

Die  Jovis,  22°  Martii,   1770. 

Moft  Gracious  Sovereign,^ 

*  W  E  your  Majefiy' s  mofc  dutiful  and  faithful 
>  fubjeds,  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and 
'  Commons  of  Great  Britain^  in  Parliament  affem- 
^  bled,  having  taken  into  confideration  the  Ad- 
^  drefs  lately  prefented  to  your  Majefiy,  under  the 
t  title  of,  "  The  Humble  Addrefs,  Remonftrance, 

'  and 
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"  and  Petition,  of  the  Lord  Mayor,  Aldermen, 
"  and  Livery  of  the  City  of  London^  in  Common 
''  Hallaffembled,"  together  with  the  anfvver  which 
'  your  Majefty  was  pleafed  to  make  to  the  fame ; 

*  think  ourfeives  indifpenfibiy  obliged,  upon  this 

*  occafion,  to  exprefs  to  your  Majefty  the  extreme 
<  concern  and  indignation  which  wefeel^  at  finding 
'  that  an  application  has  been  made  to  your  Maje- 

*  fly,  in    terms  fo  little  correfponding  with    that 

*  grateful  and  affedtionate  refpecb  which  your  Ma- 

*  jefly  is  fojuftly  intitled  to  from  all  your  fubjeds ; 

*  at  the  fame  time  afperfmg  and  calumniating  one 

*  of  the  branches  of  the  legiflature,  and  exprefsly 
'  denying  the  legality  of  the  prefent  Parliament,  and 

*  the  validity  of  its  proceedings. 

^  To  prefent  petitions  to  the  Throne,  has  at  all 

*  times  been  the  undoubted  right  of  the  fubje(5ls  of 
'  this  realm.     The  free  enjoyment  of  that  right 

*  was  one  of  the  many  blefTmgs  reflored  by  the  Re- 

*  volution,  and  continued  to  us  in  its  fulleft  extent, 

*  under  the  Princes  of  your  Majefly's  illuflrious 
'  Houfe  :  And  as  we  are  duly  fenfible  of  its  value 

*  and  importance,  it  is  with  the  deepefl  concern 

*  that  we  now  fee  the  exercife  of  it  fo  grofly  per- 

*  verted,  by  being  applied  to  the  purpofe,  not  of 

*  preferving,  but  of  overturning  the  conflitution  ^ 

*  and  of  propagating  dodrines,  which,  if  generally 

*  adopted,  mufl  be  fatal  to  the  peace  of  the  king- 

*  dom,  and  which  tend  to  the  fubverfion  of  all  law- 

*  ful  authority. 

'  Your  Majefty,  we  acknowledge  with  gratitude, 
'  has  ever  fhewn  the   mofl  tender  regard  to   the 

*  rights   of  your  people,  not  only  in  the  exercife 

*  of  your  own  power,  but  in  your  care  to  prefervc 
'  from  every  degree  of  infringement  or  violation 
'  the   powers  intruded   to  others.     And   we   beg 

*  leave  to  return  your  Majefty  our  unfeigned  thanks 

*  for  thefrelh  proof  you  have  now  given  us  of  your 

^  deter- 
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*  decermination  to  perfevere  in  your  adherence  to 

*  the  principles  of  the  conftitution. 

'  Permit  us  alfo  to  affure  your  Majefty,  That  it 
'  is  with  the  higheft  fatisfadtion   we  fee  your  Ma- 

*  jefty  expreffing  fo  juft  a  confidence  in  your  peo- 

*  pie.  In  whatever  unjuftifiable  excefles  fome  few 
^  mifguided  perfons  may  in  this  inflance  have  been 

*  feduced  to  join,  your  Majefly's  fubjeds  in  gene- 

*  ral  are   too  fenfible  of  what  they  owe  both  to 

*  your  Majefty  and  to  your  Illuftrious  Family,  ever 

*  to  be  capable  of  approaching  your  Majefty  with 
'  any  other  fentiments  than  thofe  of  the  moft  entire 
'  refpe6l  and  affe6lion ;  and  they  underftand  too 
'  well  their  own  true  interefts,  to  wiJli  to   loofen 

*  the  bands  of  obedience  to  the  laws,  and  of  due 

*  fubordination  to  lawful  authority.     Wearethere- 

*  fore  fully  perfuaded  that  your  Majefty's  people, 

*  as  well  as  your  Parliament,  will  reject  with  difdaiii 

*  every  inlidious  fuggeftion  of  thofe   ill-deligning 

*  men,  who  are  in  reality  undermining  the  public 
'  liberty,  under  the  fpecious  pretence  of  zeal  for 

*  its  prefervacion  ;  and  that  your  Majefty's  atten- 

*  tion  to  maintain  the  liberty  of  your  fubjedts  invi- 

*  elated,  which  you  efteem  your  chief  glory,  will 
'  upon    every  occafion   prove  the  fure  means   of 

*  ftrength  to  your  Majefty,  and  fecure  to  you  that 

*  zealous  and  effedual  fupport,  which  none  but  a 
^  free  p*eople  can  beftow.' 

His  MAJESTY'S  Anfwer. 

My  Lords  and  Gentlemen^ 

*  I  return  you  my  thanks  for  this  very  loyal  and 

*  dutiful  Addreis,     It  is  with  great  fatisfadion  that 

*  I  receive  from  my  Parliament  fo  grateful  an  ac- 

*  knowiedgment  of  my  tender  regard  for  the  rights 
'  of  my  fubjeds.  Be  afllired,  that  I  ftiall  continue 
^  to  adhere  to  the  true  principles  of  our  excellent 
^conftitution;  from  which  I  cannot  deviate,  with- 

'  out 


300  Parliamentary     A.  1770, 

*  out  juflly  forfeiting  the  affedions  of  a  free  peo- 
'  pie.' 

March  26.  General  Howard  produced  two  num- 
bers of  the  V/hifperer^  and  moved  for  an  addrefs  to 
the  King,  to  profecute  the  publifher,  alfo  for  a 
conftrence  with  the  Lords  to  join  in  it. 

It  wasirnpofiible  to  oppofe  this  regularly,  as  the 
paper  was  detedable  in  the  higheft  degree,  but 
fome  of  the  minority  wifhed  it  had  not  been 
brought  on  the  tapis,  as  the  poornefs  of  the  paper 
was  infinitely  below  the  dignity  of  Parliament  to 
take  notice  of.     They  obferved,  '  that  orders  were 

*  already  given  to  the  Attorney-General  to  profe- 

*  cute  this  paper ;  that  therefore  it  was  needlefs  to 

*  addrefs  the  King ;  that  an  addrefs  of  this  nature, 

*  fo  far  from  lefTening  the  fale  of  the  paper,  would 

*  only  raife  the  people's  curiofities,  and  occafion  a 
'  greater  demand  ;  that  Parliament  Ihould  not  pre- 

*  judge  this  paper,  as  fuch  prejudication  mighc 
'  have  an  influence  on  the  jury  before  whom  it 
'  would  be  tried.' 

Though  there  was  much  truth  in  this,  and  it  was 
doing  too  much  honour  to  fodefpicable  a  perform- 
ance, yet,  as  the  queftion  was  put,  it  could  not  a- 
void  being  carried. 

The  Houfe  then  refolded  itfelf  into  a  committee 
on  the  bill  for  regulating  the  confequence  of  ex- 
pulfions.  The  drift  of  this  bill  was,  to  declare  that 
every  perfon  being  convi6led  of  felony,  blafphemy, 
&c.  or  any  crime  punifhable  by  Aci  of  FarUament^ 
and  being  expelled  for  the  fanie,  Ihould  be  inca- 
pable of  ever  being  re-ele6led.  And  that  mem- 
bers guilty  of  leis  crimes,  and  l!)eing  expelled, 
might  be  re-ele6led.  1  he  Miniftry  oppofed  that 
part  of  the  bill  which  defcribes  the  crimes,  as  fix- 
ing them  to  fuch  crimes  as  by  ad  of  Parliament 
only  are  punifliable  by  pillory.  They  obferved, 
this  was  drawing  a  line  which  was  not  in  many  in- 
llances  equal,  as  it  was  pofiible  a  member  might 
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be  convidled  of  crimes  for  which  he  might  be  fen- 
tenced  by  the  common  law  to  the  pillory,  and 
that  llich  perfon  ought  to  be  incapacitated  equally 
with  him  pillory 'd  by  a6l  of  Parliament  \  fuch 
crimes  for  inftance  as  libels,  confpiracies,  6cc. 

In  anfwer  to  this  it  was  faid,  '  that  it  was  ne- 
'  ceiTary,  and  that  all  laws  in  free  countries  con- 
'  ftantly  did  draw  fuch  a  line,  as  nothing  fhould 
'  be  left  to  the  difcretion  of  a  judge  \  that  in  crimes 
'  punlfhable  by  pillory  at  common  law,  the  judge 
'  had  it  in  his  power  to  inflict  a  milder  fentence 
'  (as  fine  or  imprifonment)  and  therefore  a  judge 
'  'might  pillory  one  of  a  minority  for  a  crime  that 

*  in  another  might  be  more  venial,  only  for  the 

*  purpofe  of  keeping  him  out  of  Parliament ;  that 
'  this  was  trufting  too  much  to  his  difcretion  and  fa- 
'  vour,  and  therefore  infilled  on  a  line  by  A51  of 
'  Parliament' 

The  Miniftry  afked  how  a  mod  notorious  offend- 
er, who  had  not  been  guilty  of  offences  fpecified 
in  this  bill,  could  be  kept  out  of  the  Houfe  ?  It 
wasanfwered,  '  that  in  cafeofmofl  notorious  fads, 
'  the  Houfc   might  proceed   by  way  of  bill ^  to  in- 

*  capacitate   fuch  perfon,  which  would   always  fe- 

*  cure  its  dignity  againft  any  fuch  offenders/ 
However,  the  miniftry  did  not  approve  of  this, 
and  a(;ljourned  the  debate  till  Monday,   102  to  68. 

March  27.  Conference  with  the  Lords  on  the 
"Whifperer,  and  t\tt\^ion  for  Linlithgow — The  pe- 
titioner fucceeded. 

*  March  28.  The  Houfe  refolved  itfelf  into  a 
Committee  on  the  exportation  of  corn. 

A  very  fenfible  witnefs  was  examined  at  the  bar; 
he  faid,  '  that  the  medium  price  was  now  32  fhiil- 
'  ings  per  quarter-,  that  it  v/as  nearly  the  fame    in 

*  mod  parts  of  England,  allowing  for  carriage ;. 
'  that  it  was  by  no  means  advifeable  to  allow  an 
'  immediate  exportation,  as  no  orders  would  be 
'  fent  from  abroad  till  after  this  harveft,  and  ic 

*  would 


202  Parliamentarv      a.  177a, 

*  would  immediately  occafion  a  rife  in  the  price  at 
'  home  ;  that  the  bed  method,  he  thought,  would 

*  be  to  allow  an  exportation   after  the  firft  of  Sep- 

*  tember  next,  provided  the  King  and  Council  faw 

*  no  reafon,  at  that  time,  to  prevent  it;  that  it  was 

*  abiblutely  neceffary  to   open  the  ports  foon,  or 

*  elfe  the  foreign  corn  trade  would  be  entirely  anni- 

*  hilated  \  but  that  if  people  abroad  faw  a  probabi- 

*  lity  of  an  exportation,  they  would  fend,  betwixt 
*■  now  and  September^    conditional  orders,    which 

*  would,  in  fome  meafure,  re-eftablifh  the  trade, 
^  and  at  the  fame  time,  if  the  harveft  fhould  prove 

*  bad,  tlie  Council  might  have  an  opportunity  to 
'  Hop  it.' 

Mr. Burke,  Mr.  Burke  fpoke  inimitably  well ;  *  he  lliewed 
^  the  policy  of  our  laws  for  the  bounty,  v/hich 
'  had  rendered  in  etfedt  corn  cheaper  than  it   had 

*  been  before  that  bounty ;  that  a  prohibition  was 
'  contrary  to  the  fpirit  of  commerce;  that  we  ought 

*  to  truft  for  a  good  harveil,  and  allow  an  export- 

*  ation  immediately.' 

sir  G.  Sa-  Sir  G.  Savile  Viewed  the  abfurdity  of  our  pro- 
""''"  ceedings  in  giving  a  bounty  on  the  exportation  of 
corn,  by  a6l  of  Parliament,  when  it  Ihould  be  fo 
low  as  fix  fhillingsper  bulhel,  and  yet  always  Hop- 
ping the  exportation  when  it  was  five  ihillings ; 
which  (hewed  the  abfolute  neceffity  of  lowering  the 
bounty  price. 
hox^  North.  Lord  iV^r/^  faid,  '  the  people  at  prefent  difcon- 
tented,  would  be  ten  times  worfe  if  corn  fhould 

*  advance  in  price-,  that  it  would  be  impollible  for 
the  Council  to  know  on  the  firft  o^  September  what 

*  would  be  the  produce  of  the  harveft-,  he  therefore 
'  wifhed  the  prohibition    might  continue  till   the 

*  meeting  of  Parliament  next  winter.'— The  Houfe 
is  always  polite  enough  to  comply  with  the  de- 
fire  of  the  Minifter,  fo  he  adjourned  the  debate 
fine  die,   104  to  86. 

March  29.     No  debate. 

March  Q^o, 


c 
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March  30.  The  bill  for  regulating  the  trials  of 
eledions  was  read  a  third  time.  Mr.  Welhore  Ellis^uWdhore 
fpoke  againfl:  the  whole  bill  as  not  remedying  the-^^'''^- 
defects  of  the  prefent  mode  of  determining  elec- 
tions ;  *  that  it  would  eftabliih  a  new  court  of  judi- 
'  cature,  equally  liable  to  abufe  and  inconve- 
'  niencies  with  the  prefent;  that  the  idea  of  revert* 

*  ing  to  the  old  parliamentary  fyftem  of  trials  by  a 

*  feledl  committee,  did  not  hold  in  this  propofed 
'  plan  as  in  the  cafe  referred  to;  for  there,  though  the 
'  committee  tried,  the  Houfe  determined  ;  where- 
'  as  in  this  bill  the  determination  of  the  committee 
'  was  final ;  that  the  trial  of  controverted  eledions 

*  might  be  as  well  referred  to  the  twelve  judges, 
'  as  to  fuch  an  independent  court  (for  I  will  not,  I 
'  cannot  call  it  a  committee)  as  this  bill  propofes, 
'  fecluded  by  ad  of  Parliament  from  all  communi- 
'  cation  with  the  Houfe. 

'  That  this  propofed  meafure  was  very  material, 

*  it  was  an  efiential  alteration  of  the  conftitution  of 

*  Parliament — a  total  abrogation   of  one   of  the 

*  mofl  important  rights   and  jurifdidions   of  the 

*  Houfe  of  Commons.     That  he  doubted,  whether 

*  the  reprefentatives  chofen  under  the  pofTeffion  of 
'  thefe   rights,    and   having  and    ufing  the  exer- 

*  cife  of  the  jurifdidlion  which  they  had  always 
'  ufed  ,in  matters  of  difputed  eledtions  *,  he  doubt- 
'  ed,  he  faid,  whether  they  could  give  them   up. 

*  That  if  ever  there  could  be  any  ground  for  con- 
'  fulting  their  conftituents,  this  did  appear,  in  an 
^  eminent  degree,  a  proper  occafion.  He  hoped, 
'  that  the  propofition  of  a  reference  to  our  confti- 
'  tuents,  by  giving  time  to  know  their  fenfe  during 

*  the   recefs  of  Parliament,  would   be  agreeable  to 

*  the  {'iVL^t  of  thofe  gentlemen,  at  lead,  who  were 

*  of  opinion  upon  every  occafion,  of  deferring  every 

*  thing  to  the  difcufiion  of  the  people  at  large,  and 

*  thought  that  the  Houfe  ought  to  be  guided  and 
^  governed  bv  fuch  opinions  as  they  wiien  thev  plea- 

'  *  fed 
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*  fed  to  interfere  Should  fugged  to  us— However, 
'  that  a  matter  fo  novel,  and  differing  fo  widely 
'  from  the  old,  known,  and  fettled  modes  of  pra- 
'  cecdings  of  Parliament,  fo  contrary  to  the  rights 

*  and  jurifdi<5lions  always  claimed  and  exercifed  by 
'  the  Houfe,  did  at  lead  require  very  ferious  con- 
'  fideration,  and  mature  and  thorough  delibera^- 
'  tion.— He  therefore  propofed  and  moved  that  the 

*  confideration  of  this  Bill  be  put  off  for  three 
'  months/ 

Mr.  c.  Fox,  Mr.  C.  F(5;^  feconded  the  motion,  in  a  lively  a- 
cademical  fophiftical  manner,  of  dating  and  taking 
off  arguments  ufed  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  D,foii,  Mr.  Dyfon  fupported  the  motion  by  a  repeated 
difcuffion  of  all  the  intricacies  and  perplexities 
which  were  in  the  Bill,  and  which  he  iliewcd  would 
render  the  execution  of  it  impradicable — '  That  he 

*  owned  that  fomething  fhould  be  done  in  remedy  of 

*  the  prefent  evil ;  that  he  really  thought  from  the 
'  fpirit  and  difpofition  of  the  Houfe  fomething  very 

*  beneficial  might  be  done;  that  he  therefore  very 

*  fmcerely  wifhed,  that  it  might  be  taken  up  after 

*  fuch  due  and  thorough  examination,  as  might  be 

*  made  by  gentlemen  converfant  in  thefe  matters 

*  during  the  recefs  of  Parliament ;  that  the  various 

*  doubts  and  difiiculties  which  the  feveral  debates 
'  had  upon  this   bill  had  fo  truly  Hated,  might  in 

*  that  manner  be  ferjoully  and  difpaffionately  con- 

*  fidered ;  and  that  when  the  Houfe  met  again, 
^  gentlemen  would  come  prepared  for  the  enter- 

*  tainment  and  reception  of  fo  proper  a  propofition 
'■  — but  that  at  prefent,  it  was  brought  in  upon  the 

*  accidental  fuggeftion  of  an  occafion  in  the  courfe 

*  of  a  debate,  at  a  time  when  the  Houfe  was  fo 

*  much  hurried  with  bufinefs,  when  gentlemen  in- 

*  the  fervice  of  government  were  fo  much  engaged 
'  in  their  attention  to  the  progrefs  of  public  bu- 

»  *  finefs,  and  when  the  country  gentlemen  were  fo 

*  conllantly  employed  in  conducing  the  private 

'  bufinefs 
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'  bufinefs  of  their  refpedive  countries  ;  that  it  was 

*  impofiible  that  the  propofition  could  now  have 
'  that  attention  given  to  it  which  it  fo  well  de- 
'  ferved,  and  therefore  he  muft  conclude,  by  fay- 

*  ing,  that  he  was  very  much  of  opinion  with  the 
'  Right  Hon.  Gentieman  who  had  moved  to  put  it 

*  off  for  three  months.' 

Mr.  Bunnhtg  {d\d^  'that  this  way  of  reafoningMr.  r>.v«.; 
'  might  have  been  very  proper  at  theoutfett  ofthis'"''-^* 

*  bufinefs,  at  the  firft  propofal  of  the  matter  j  nay, 
'  that  thefe  arguments  were  then  adlually  ufed,  and 

*  were  now  only  repeated  and  recapitulated,  after 
'  they  had  been  as  repeatedly  anfwered  beyond  all 
'  power  of  reply — that  therefore  when,  and  in  that 
'  flage  of  the  bufinefs  where  he  expected  repli- 
'  cation,  he  met  only  with  repetitions— he  fhould 
'  truft  to  that  good  fenfe,  and  that  fpirit  which 
'  had  fhevvn  itfclf  in  the  Houfe  on  this  occafion, 
'  and  would  not  tire  them  with  repeated  refutations* 
'  — That  as  to  the  time  wiflied  for  by  the  honour- 
'  able  Gentleman,  if  we  were  to  defer  this  or  any 
'  other  matter,  until  he  fliould  get  clear  of  all 
'  doubts  and   difficulties,  we  might  flay  to  eter- 

*  nity— for  that  Gentlem^an's  doubts  always  en- 
'  creafe  in  an  equal  pace  with  his  reafonings — and 

'  his  perplexities  in  the  proportion  of  the  exercife    ® 

*  of  hi^  i^igenuity. — That  v/hat  were   at  prefent 

*  only  little  entanglements  in  the  thread  of  his  ar- 
'  guments,  which  might  at  prefent  be  eafily  unravel- 

*  led,  would  become,  ifyou  would  but  give  him  fcope 
'  and  tim.e,  Gordian  knots  before  he  had  done  with 

*  them..— As  therefore  the  matter  had  now  been 

*  fully  and  thoroughly  difcufled,  and  was  very  clear. 

*  to  all  common  fenfe,  he  trufted  to  the  common 
'  fenfe  of  the  Houfe  that  it  would  fee  it  carried  into 
<  a  law.' 

Y.oxd  North  agreed,  '  that  the  fituation  of  things  Lord  2/*r/^, 

*  called  for  fome  remedy  :  that  in  the  main,  he  ap- 

*  proved  the  remedy  propofed  j  yet  could  not  but 

Vol.  VilL  X  '  greatly 
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^  greatly  differ  from  many  of  the  regulations  pro- 
'*  poled.  That  he  wiflied,  however,  to  fee  his  ob- 
Vjedlions    removed    by   the  introduclion  of  fome 

*  modes  of  remedy  clear  of  fuch  difficiilries.  As  he 

*  had  confirmed  objedlons  to  fome  of  the  regula- 
^  tions,  fo  he  had  doubts  as  to  many  others,  and 
'  mioft  ferioufly  and  earneftly  prayed  time  to  con- 
^  fider  the  matter  cooly  and  maturely — and  wifhed 

*  not  to  be  forced  into  decifion,  which  mufl  be  a- 
'  gainft  the  meafure,  when  he  fmcerely  wifhed  to 

*  fee  it  matured  into  fomething  to  which  he  could 

*  give  hearty  confent  and  concurrence---Bur,  that 

*  under  his  prefent  ilate  of  doubt  and  difficulty  he 

*  muft  be  for  deferring  it.  On  the  other  hand,  he 
'  wiHied  to  find  himfelf  in  a  degree  of  information, 

*  as  to  the  propriety,  pradicability,  and  efficacy 

*  of  the  regulations  propofed,  fuch  as  would  enable 

*  him.  with  fatisfadtion  and  conformable  to  an  in- 

*  formed  confcience  to  fupport  the  meafure  when 

*  it  fnould  be  brought  forward  again  ^  but  that  at 
'  prefent  he  had  not  had  time  to  con  fider  the  mat- 

*  ter,  nor  the  mode  of  remedy  in  that  light,  and 

*  with  that  care  it  deferved,  and  which  it  would  be 
^  dangerous  not  to  give  it  -,  he  therefore  wifhed  for 

*  a  few  months  to  cpnfider  it  at  leifure  -,  but  would 
'■'  *  neither  fay  that  he  would  then  bring  the  matter 

*  forward  himfelf,  nor  accede  to  any  other  of  his 
«^  friends  bringing  it  forward- -nor  even  give  a  hope 
'  that  it  (hould  not  be  oppofed  again  the  next 
'  feffions ',  but  concluded  folely  with  faying,  that 
'  for  the"  prefent  he   muft  be  againft  it  as   it  now 

*  ftood,  and  was  therefore  for  the  motion.' 

Srt  //-'.  Ba-  Sir  PF,  Bagoit  declared  himfelf  a  very  warm 
^'"'*  '  advocate  for  the  Bill ;  and  then  took  occafion,  by 
way  of  apology  for  the  feeming  defedtion  in  him 
and  his  rriends  from  miniftry  on  this  occafion,.  to 
Ijbate  and  explain  the  conducl  of  a  particular  de- 
fcription  of  country  gentlemen,  of  the  fame  con- 
nedtion  as  himfelf.     In  the  doing, of  which  to  dif- 

tino-uifk 
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tinguidi,  by  very  flrong  marking  of  party,  his 
and  their  friends  oppofition  in  this  cafe,  from  than 
fyftematical  oppofition  of  gentlemen  of  a  quite 
contrary  defcription,  he  declared,  *  that  he  and 
'  his  friends  kept  their  attention  folely  to  mea- 

*  fures,  and  not  to  rnen;  that  they  defired  to  fup- 
'  port  the  conllitution  only  as  fettled  at  the  Revo- 
'  iucion  in  church  and  ftate— while  they  favv  others 
'  aiming  to  wound  the  conftitution  through  the 

*  fidesof  miniftry.'  He  thenfpoke  to  the  good  effect 
which  this  Bill  muft  have :  '  That  it  would  not 
'  only  corre6t  proceedings  within  the  Houfe,  buc 

*  have  an  immediate  remedial  efted  on  the  elec- 
'  tions  themfelves.      For   when    candidates  once 

*  found  that   in   tryals  of  controverted  eledlions,' 
'  they   mufl:  expeA  ftrid  juflice  inflead  of   fup- 

*  port,  they  would  neither  in  the  eledion, 
'  nor  upon  a  petition,  expedl  thofe  things  to  be 
'  done  for  them,  which  were  an  abomination  and 
'  a   fcandal   to    Parliament,    and    to   the    nation. 

*  That  the  effed  of  all  this  would  be  that  of  re- 

*  ftoring  the  reprefentation  to  the  natural  interell: 

*  of  the    country,   the  landed  intereft.     That  he 

*  thought  the  bufinefs  of  Parliament  might,  very 

*  well,  and  quietly,  and  perhaps  to  better  purpofe, 
'  be  conduced  without  fo  much  learning  and  fo 
'  much  oratory  as  the  Houfe  abounded  with  at  pre- 
'  fent;  and  that  the  intereft  of  the  nation  might 
^  be  as  well  and   faithfully  attended  to,  although 

*  there  were  not  in  theHoufe  menof  fuch  unbound- 
'  ed  and  unrealized  intereft.' 

He  then  faid,  '  that  he  could  not  but  fuppole 

*  that  there  might  be  many  defeds  in  the  regula- 
'  tions  contained    in  the   Bill,  but  that,  the  Bill 

*  once  eftablilhed,  thefe  would  eafily  from  time  4o 

*  time  be  remedied. 

*  That  as  to  the  reafons  given  for  putting  it  Ou", 
^  they  became  arguments  to  him  for  the  wifhing 

*  to  have  the  Bill  paffed  now,  as  the  experiment 

X2  *of 
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*  of  its  operation  might  be  better  and  fafer  tried 

*  in  any  accidental  inftance  which  might  arife  in 

*  the  prefent  Parliament,  than  be  left  to  be  firft 
'  applied  at  a  general  eledion.' 

He  concluded  with  begging  of  his  noble  friend 
and  relation  not  to  oppole  the  paffing  of  it  at  this 
time-,  but   to  let  the  experiment  be  fairly  tried  : 
that  experiment  of  its  effedl,  and  not  abftradb  rea- 
foning  and  confideration,  was  the  right  trial  of  it. 
If  it  fucceeded  on  the   trial,  then  the  end   which 
the  Noble  Lord  wiihed,  by  feeking  time  for  the 
confideration,  would  be  anfwered.     If  it  did  not, 
he  would  be  on  the  fureft  grounds  juftified  in  the 
doubts  and  objeftions  which  he  had  to  it. 
Mr.  Burke.      Mr.  5^ri:^  agreeing  with  thelaflfpeakerin  his  fup- 
port  of  the  Bill,  arofe  to  vindicate  his  friends  and 
what  he  faw  were  the  friends  of  the  conftitution,  tho' 
[gentlemen  of  a  very  different  defcription  from  that 
gentleman  and  his  friends,  although  by  the  late  de- 
icription  given  of  them  a  Tory  was  now  the  beft  fpe- 
cies  of  Whig.  That  according  to  that  gentleman's 
definition  of  a  Tory,  the  friends  of  political  liberty 
and  religious  toleration  were  Tories,  &c.  &c. 

He  then  defended  the  Whigs  of  the  oppofition 
on  the  ground,  'that  the  neceffity  of  ilrong  mea- 

*  fures,  and  of  potent  remedies,  arofe  from  the  inve- 

*  teracy  and  dangerous  nature  of  the  difeafe,  and 
'  that  if  thefe  gentlemen  were  real  friends  of  the 

*  conftitution  they  would  not  abate,  but  would  ap- 
'  ply  (till  more  and  more  powerful  caufticks,  un- 
'  till  the  difeafe  was  eradicated.' 

He  made  an  excellent  diftin6lion  between  fac- 
tion and  the  oppofition  of  party  founded  on  prin- 
ciple. 

He  then  fhewed,-  '  that  Parliament   was   not 

*  meant  to  be  a  reprefentation  of  the  landed  pre- 
'  perty  only,  but  of  the  commercial  intereft 
'  chiefly,  as  appeared  from  theeftablifliment  of  the 
'  boroughs,  eifential  parts  of  that  reprefentation, 

'  exifting 
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*  exifting  in  times  earlier  than  any  annals  or  hif- 

*  tory  can  give  teftimony  of. 

'  That   there  never  was  any  Parliament  from 

*  which  the  learned   gentlemen  of  the  long  robe 

*  were  excluded,  except  that  one,  infamous  to  a 
^  proverb,  in  the  appellation  which  it  acquired  of 

*  Parliament  umindo^um:  He  therefore  congratu- 
'  lated  the  gentlemen  on  this  happy  and  honour- 
'  ableprecedent  in  favour  of  his  argument.  He  then 

*  compared  the  benefit  derived  to  fociety  from  the 

*  una6tuated  load  of  landed  abilities,   which  de- 

*  fcended  from  generation   to  generation,  in  the 

*  ufelefs  members  of  the  community,  and  that 
'  which  derived  from  the  acquirements,  improve- 
'  ments  and  adivity  of  mental  abilities,  and  (hewed 

*  that  either  might  be  pernicious,  and  yet  that 
'  both  were  of  real  benefit  wherever,  and  when- 

^  ever  they   mixed,  but  alv/ays  more  fo  when  adl-  ^ 

*  ing  in  mutual  aid  of  each  other.'  Thus  far  in 
anfwer  to  the  occafional  remark  of  the  gentle- 
man who  fpoke  before  him. 

He  then  went  into  a  general  defcription,  and 
detailed  difcufTion  of  the  feveral  parts  of  the  Bill, 
and  of  its  regulations,  and  ended  with  a  fupport 
of  the  whole  in  form  and  principle. 

The  Attorney  General  (Mr.  D^  Grey)  fupportedMr.  mn^ 
the  motion  made  by  Mr.  Ellis,  on  law  grounds, ^'''•^' 
as  to  the  operation  of  the  Bill  in  pradlice,  and  go- 
ing through  the  examination  of  the  executive  pro- 
cess of  it,  fhewed  that  the  various  regulations  and 
provifions  propofed  were  full  of  perplexity  and 
impradticability  on  one  hand,  and  on  the  other, 
of  uncertainty  and  danger;  and  concluded  with 
enforcing  a  caution,  that '  while  we  fought  to  avoid 
'^  an  evil,  v/hich,  in  its  fulled  extent,  we  had  en- 
^  dured  for  many  years  without  any  great  hurt  or 
'  damage,  we  fhould  not  engage  and  involve  our- 
^  felves   in  dangers  that  might  prove  of  the  mofl 

*  pernicious   confequences,   and  ever  dedrudlive  ;' 
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and  concluded  with  an  exprefTion  o^-Shakefpear^ 
'  that  it  were  better  to  endure  thofe  evils  of  which 
'  we  knew  the  extent,  than  in  a  fudden  ilart  of 
'  difguft  and  humourfome  paflion, 

"  Fly  to  evils  which  we  knew  not  of." 
Mr.  TVed-      Mr.  Wedderburn  arofe,  and  taking  up  the  line 
de,burn.      ^f  rcafoning  ufed  by  the  Attorney  General  con- 
tinued the  quotation,    and  commenced  his  fpeech, 
by  faying  y 

^^  And  thus  the  native  hue  of  refolution 
*'  Is  tickled  o'er  with  the  pale  caft  of  thought  5 
*'  And  enterprifes  of  great  pith,  and  moment, 
*"  With  this  regard,  their  currents  turn  away, 
*'  And  lofe  the  name  of  adion." 

*  Thank  God   this  pale  cad  of   thought  hath 
'  not  fickled   o'er  the  prefent   Houfe :    they  fee 

*  and   have  a   right  fpirit  in   acknowledging  the 

*  evils  which  exift  ;  they  dare  to  look  to  the  re- 

*  medy  propofed^  they  fee  that  it  is  an  enterprife 

*  of  great  pith  and  moment,  and  it  will  not  lofe 
J  .he  name  of  adion. 

*  Is  this  preaching    to   our   fears  the   only   re- 

*  fource  which  is  left  to  the  gentlemen  who  op- 
'  pofe  this  bill  .f^  They- acknowledge  the  dangers 
'  they  fee  the  very  brink  of  the  precipice  which 

*  crolTes  our  prefent  track,     and  had  rather  we 

*  fliould  fit  Hill,  helplefs  and  inactive,  totally  at  a 

*  (lop  in  alladion,  than  that  we  fhould  ftrike  into 
'  any  other  path  :  they  acknowledge  that  there  are 
^  other  paths,  but  wherever  reafon,  juilice,  honour, 

*  point  and  mark  the  way,  there  in  that  very  path 
'  the  moft  ingenious  amongft  them  are  employed 

*  to  fet  up  bugbears   and  phantoms  •,  not  only  of 

*  dangers    that  we  know  not  of,  but  of  dangers 
'  *Vhich  do  not,  which  cannot  exifl:  *,  of  dangers 

*  which  their  ingenuity  is  at  a  lofs  even  to  de- 
'fcribe.' 

He  then  turned  to  I^ord  'Ncrth  and  his  friends, 

who  were  fo  engaged  in  the  bufinefs  of  the  ftate, 
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and  its  concerns,  as  minifters,  that  they  had  not 
time  to  attend  to  the  bufmefs  of  legiflature,  as 
members  of  Parliament,  arid  in  a  firain  of  irony 
apologized  for  the  minifter  and  his  friends.  He 
then  defcribed  '  how  effedually  and  induftrioufiy 
'  they  had  for  feveral  months  pad  laboured  for  the 

*  honour  of  government  and  for  the  benefit  of  the 

*  public;  that  they  had  been  engaged  in  the  firm- 
*"  eft  and  wifeft  councils,  to  prevent  the  prepondera- 

*  tingof  a  balance  which  the  miniftersof  the  day  be- 
'  fore  them  had  fuffered  to  receive  more  than  its  due 

*  weight,  by  the  acquifition  of  Corfica  to  the 
'  French  \  that  they  had  been  fludying  the  griev- 

*  ances  complained  of  by  the  people,  in  order  to 
'  take   them  up  in  fuch  manner  as  might  redrefs 

*  them  ;  that  the  cabinet  had  been  inceffantly  la- 
'  bouring  to  form  and  eftablifh  a  pl-oper  plan  of 

*  government  for  the  affairs  of  our  colonies,  and 

*  that  the  proper  fpeciai  fecretary  of  ftate  had  in 
'  the  miCan  while  been  planning  and  fmoothing  the 
'  way,  by  preparing  the  temper  of  the  Americans 

*  to  obedience,  and  a  confequential  acqiiiefcence 
'  in  their  plans.     That  the  minifter  and  his  col- 

*  legues  had  in  petto  the  wifeft,  the  moft  exten- 
'  tenfive5  and  moft   effedtual  plan   for  the  fettle- 

*  tlement  of  our  Eafi  India  affairs,  both  as  to  trade, 

*  revenue,  territory  and  fovereignty.  That  they  had 

*  been  fettling  the  government  of  Ireland  upon  a 

*  bafis  not  to  be  fnaken  ;  that  they  had  em- 
*•  ployed  that  moft  extenfive  knowledge  to  the 
'  moft  effectual  purpofe,  in  for^ning  alliances  on 

*  the  continent,  he  meant  in  defcribing  their  inde- 
"-  fatigable   induftry  •,  and  faid,   that  when  all  this 

*  was  confidered,  how  could  it  be  expeded,  that 
'  they  could  have  time  to  attend  to  other  people's 
'  plan,  and  motions  in  things  which  they  never 
*-  dreamt  of.  He  thought  therefore  they  were 
'  very   exculpable,  but  thought  at  the  fame  time, 

*  that  it  was  happy  for   the  country,  that  there 

X  4  were 
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*  were   other  gentlemen   who   had  confidered  the 
,    '  matter  now  brought  forward,  and  was  only  ibrry 

'  that  whatever  honour  might  derive  from  this 
'  meafure,  the  minillerof  the  prefent  day,  and  his 

*  friends,  could  have  no  fhare  in  it,  as  they  felt  this 

*  and  did  diiblaim  all  fuch  {hare.  He  hoped  they 
<  would  not,  from  envying  it  toothers,  who,  God 
'  knows,  have  no  other  fliare,  but  what  pure  ho- 

*  nour  gives,  deprive   them  of  the   only   reward 
.  *  that  they   defired.     As    the  Houfe  was  pleafed 

*  with  the  Bill  he  hoped  the  minifter  woald  for 
^  once  kt  them  indulge  their  humour,  efpecially 
^  as  he  muft  fee  that  there  would  be  fome  danger 

*  of  a  difgrace  in  crolTing  them.' 

The  Houfe  then  called  impatiently  for  the 
Mr.  Peter  queftioH,  but  Mr.  Peter  Burrell  faid,  '  that  if 
Burreii.      c  j.j^^  motioH  might  be  permitted  to  take  place, 

*  fp  that  the  confideration  might  be  put  off  for 
-  the  prefent,  he  would  pledge  himfelf  to  bring 

*  the  matter  forward  next  feffions.  But  this  mo- 
'  deft  propofal  met  with  a  proper  rejed:ion  on  the 

*  firft  mention  of  it,  and  on  a  divifion  the  Bill  was 
'  ordered  to  be  engroffed  by  i  87  to  145. 

Mr.  Gren-     Jpril  2.  Mr.  GrenvUk  moved  that  this  bill  do 
pafs.     Lord  North  faid  '  he  did  not  intend  to  give 

*  any  more  oppofition  to  the  bill,  though  he  own- 

*  ed  he  did  not  like  it ;  that  perhaps  the  Houfe 

*  would   not  thank  him  for  this  declaration,  as  it 

*  might  appear  to  proceed  from  neceffity,  having 
'  been  beat  by  fo  great  a  majority  the  day  before.'— 
The  miniftry  now  behaved  genteely  enough  in 
their  debate  of  to-day--the  bill  palled. 

Sir  I'Filliara  B ago t J  look'] ng  on  himfelf  and  the 
country  gentlemen  to  have  been  violently  abufed 
by  a  fpecch  of  IVl  r.  Burke's  the  day  before,  made  a 
long  and  vehement  invedive  againft  him,  calling 
him  '  a  Black  Jtfuit,  educated  at  St.  Omer's^  fit  to 

*  be  fecretary  to  an  inquifuion  for  burning  here- 
f  ticks.'     Mr.  Burke  anlwered  him  well  •,  and   in 

hi^ 
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his  fpecch  led  on  a  fort  of  political  creed,  which  he 
profefled  himfelf  to  follow  ♦,  and  in  confeqiience 
of  which,  many  other  gentlemen  delivered  their 
creeds ;  fecret  influence  was  hinted  at  a  good  deal. 
Mr.  Bowdefwell^  Mr.  Grenville^  &c.  difclaimed  the 
being  governed  by  it  whilfl:  in  power,  but  owned 
they  had  •  felt  the  effects  of  it.  Lord  North  de- 
clared '  he  would  never  yield  to  any  fuch  influence, 

*  whilil  he  remained  in  power;'  others  congratu- 
lated the  Houfe  on  this  declaration,  though  at  the 
fame  time  hinted  at  the  cabinet  of  Carlton-Houfe, 
(  Stewart  Mackenzie^  S i r  Gilbert  Elliot^  Jenkinfon^  and 
Dyfon)  who,  like  the  inner  coats  of  an  onion,  go- 
verned the  upper  ones.  This  being  more  conver- 
fation  than  debate,  we  ihall  fay  no  more  of  it. * 

The  Houfe  then  refolved   itfelf  into  the  com- 
mittee on  the  ftate  of  the  nation.     Mr.  Dowdefwell^u.  Do^iv^ 
obferved  '  that  as  the  K.ing  had  not  in  his  fpeech"^'-^^"'^^* 

*  laft  year  given  any  -hopes  that  his  expences  would 

*  be  bounded  by  his  Civil  Lift  revenue,  it  was  the 
^  duty  Parliament  owed  to  its  conftituents,  to  de- 
^  fire  fome  afTurances  of  that  nature-,  that  there 

*  was  reafon  to  believe  the  annual  expence  vaftly 

*  exceeded,,  and  that  the  confequence  of  fuch  ex- 

*  cefs  muft  be  debts  incurred,  and  a  frefli  demiand 

*  on  Parliament  again  to  pay  them ;  that  it  was 

*  very  clear  that  the  King  had  found  176,000!.  in 

*  the  late  King's   purfe,  which  he  had  expended, 

*  as  well  as  the  515,000!.  granted  over  and  above 

*  the  8oo,oool.  per  annum,  and  that  he  had  reafon 
^  to  believe  the  debt  incurred  flnce  laft  feflions  a- 
'  mounted  to   140,000!.  he  therefore  moved  fomc 

*  refolutions  declaring  thofe  fa6ls,  faying,  that   on 

*  them  he  lliould  move  for  an  addrefs  to  his  Maje- 
^  fty,  that  he  would  confine  his  expences  within 
^  the  bounds  of  his  income.  And  accordingly  he 
^  moved.  That  an  humble  addrefs  be  prefented  to 
^  his  Majefty,  reprefenting,  in  the  moft  refpedful 
f  and  dutiful  manner,  that  it  appears  to  this  Houfe, 

'  that 
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*  that  the  expences  on  his  Majefty's  Civil  Lift,  from 

*  his  acceiTion,to  the  5th  d2i.yoi  January^  1769, have 

*  exceeded,  the  income  of  all  his  Majefty's  annual 
'  revenues,  applicable  to  the  uie  of  his  Majefty's 

*  Civil  Government,  and  the   fupport   and  main- 

*  tenance  of  his  houihold  and  Royal  Family,  in  the 

*  fum  of  686,ii61.  5s.  8d.  and  that  it  appears  alfo 

*  to  thisHoufe,  that  the  expences  on  his  Majefty's 
^  Civil  Lilt,  in  the  -year  ending  31ft  December^ 
'  1768,-  being  the  laft  year  for  which  any  account 

*  has  been  laid  before  this  Houfe,  amounted  to  the 

*  fum  of  899,077!.   IS.  3d.  three  farthings,  which 

*  greatly  exceeds  the  income  of  all  his  Majefty's 
'  revenues  applicable  as  aforeiaid  to  the  ufeof  his 
^  Majeily's  Civil  Government,  and  the  fupport  and 

*  maintenance  of  hisHoufehold  and  Royal  Family, 

*  and  to  exprefs,  in  the  moft  humble  manner,  the 
^  opinion  of  this  Houfe,  that  the  laid  expences  ought 
'  to  be  connned  within  the  income  of  his  Majefty's 

*  faid  revenues;  and  humbly  and  earneftly  to  intreat 

*  his  Majefty,  that  he  v/iil  gracioufly  be  pleafed  to 
'  give  diredions,  that  fuch  retrenchments  be  made 
'  in  the  faid  expences,  as  may  reduce  them  within 
'  the  income  of  his  Majefty's  faid  revenues ;  af- 
'  furing  his  Majefty,  that,  as  this  Houfe  has,  upon 

*  all  occafions,  given  the  m^oft  evident  proofs  of  its 

*  zeal  and  afftdion  for  his  Majeftyv  and  particu- 

*  larly  in  the  late  provifion  for  the  payment  of  the 
'  debt  on  the  Civil  Lift,  fo  we  cannot  better  dif- 
'  charge    the  duty   we  owe    to  his  Majefty,  and 

*  give  proof  of  the  continuance  of  our  zeal  and  af- 
'  fcdion  for  his  Perlbn,  his  Royal  Family,  and  his 

*  Government,  than  by  humbly  offering    this   re- 

*  queft  to  his  Majefty,  in  order  that  his  fervants 
'  may  be  induced  to  practice  that  ceconomy,  which 

*  will  tend  moft  10  the-honour  and  dignity  of  hi$ 
'  Majefty's  crown,  the  fatisfadion  of  his  own  royal 
'  mind,  and  the  content  of  his  people-,  that  we 

*  Ihall  be  always  Vvilling  and  ready  to  grant  fuch 

«  fuch 
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'  fuch  lupplies  as  may  be  v/anted,  on  all  necefTary 

*  occafions  •,  but  that  we    cannot  but    be  anxious 

*  on  the  part  of  our  conftituents,   to    be  relieved 

*  from  the  appearance  of  repeated  demands^  grow- 
'  ing  out  of  expences  for  the  continuance  of  which 
'  there  does  not  appear  to  this  Houfe  any  neceflity, 

*  and  for  the  redu6tion  of  which  within  the  bounds 

*  of  his  Majefty's   income  no   aiTurance   has  been 

*  given. 

Mr.  Grenville    feconded    this    motion,    faying, Mr.  Crm- 
'  that  it  was   practicable   to  reduce  the  expences  f'^-'' 
'  that  he  would  give  the  Minifter  proof  of  fuch  a 

*  plan,  either  in  public  or  private,  whenever  -he 

*  pleafed,  and  that  he  had  no  kind  of  intentions  in 

*  fuchaplan  to  diminifli,  in  any  refped,  the  King's 

*  perfonal  expences,  but  on  the  contrary,  fliould^ 

*  wifh  to  fee  the  dignity  of  the  houfehoid   better 

*  preferved  than  at  prefent.' 

Lord  North  faid,  '  his  Majefly  had  lafl  year  in  Lord  aw*. 

*  his  fpeech  given  all  the  affurances  he  was  advifed 

*  to  do,  that  he  would  endeavour  as  foon  as  poiTible 
'  to  conxrad  his  expences,  but  that  till  penfions  fell 

*  in,  it  would  be  impofiible,  without   the  highefl 

*  injuflice,  to  do  it  at  prefent ;  that  if  fuch  an  addrefs 

*  was  prefented,  the  King's  anfwer  could  be  no  o- 
'  ther  than  his  fpeech  contained  laftyear;  that  it 
*•  would  be  fhewing  a  difrefped:  to  his  Majefiy  to 
'  defire  publickly  fuch  a  thing;  that  he  therefore 
'  iliould  move  that  the  chairman  of  the  committee 

/  ihould  leave  the  chair,  and  the  comm.ittee  be 
'  broke  up ;  they  had  nov/  exiiled  three  months, 
'  and  no  good  confequences  had  followed — the 
'  longer  continuance  of  it  was  quite  ufelefs.* 

On  the  quellion  being  put.  Lord  North  faid 

*  the  Ayes  have  it,'  but  Mr.  A.  Bacon,  a  majority  . 
man,  either  out  of  fun  or  fpite,  faid  '  ihQ  Noes  have 

*  it,'  upon  which  the  majority  inhftedon  a  divifion 
—this the  minority  never  meant,  and  for  fame  time 
the  Koufe  was  in  an  uproar. 

The 
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The  minority  did  not  chufe  to  divide,  and,  on 
the  contrary,  the  majority  exulting  in  their  num- 
bers, infified  on  the  divifion,  to  which,  at  laft,  the 
minority  were  obliged  to  comply,  and  the  numbers 
were  208  to  ']^> 

[Any  perlon,  on  a  queftion,  may  divide  the 
Houfe,  but  it  is  looked  upon  as  a  mean  trick  to 
divide  it  againft  your  own  opinion,  and  Mr.  Bacon 
was  a  good  deal  abufed  for  it,  though  he  divided 
with  the  minority,  yet  when  the  queftion  was  re- 
fumed  next  day,  he  voted  with  the  majority.] 

April  Q^.     yix,Dowdefwell  made  the  fame   mo- 
tion in  the  Houfe  for  an  addrefs  to  his  Majefty,  he 
before  had  made  in  the  committee,  but  there  was 
very  little  debate. 
April  4.     No  debate. 
sirE.  Afl.      April  5.     Sir  E,  ^/^j^obferved,  '  that  it  was  the 
^^*  '  duty  of  Parliament,  whenever  the  public  money 

*  was  apparently  fquandered  to  bad  purpofes,  to 

*  make  enquiry  how  it  had  been  fo  fquandered  ; 

*  that  when  fo  large  a  requifition  as  that  made  laft 

*  year  to  pay  the  Civil  Lift  debts,  was  made  on  the 
'  Houfe,  and  for  which  the  Houfe  could  get  no  ac- 
'  counts  but  fuch  as  were  neither  fatisfadtory  nor 
'  intelligible,  it  became  abfolutely  neceftary  to  aflc 

*  for  further  accounts : It  v/as  reported  that 

*  notwithftanding  the  promifes   of   the  Minifter, 

*  frefh  penfions  had  been  granted  very  lately  ;  this 

*  he  thought  very  blameable,  if  true ;  he  did  not 
^  mean  to  alk  for  long  accounts,  he  therefore  only 

*  moved  for  an  account  of  the  penfions  and  boun- 

*  ties  granted  by  his  Majefty  fmce  the  commence- 

*  ment  of  the  prefent  Parliament  in  England  or  Ire^ 
«  land: 

Ux.^^^ojiy,  Mr.  Conolly  (who  is  alfo  a  Member  of  the  Irijh 
Parliament)  feconded  the  motion.  He  obferved, 
'  that  Ireland  was  mentioned  in  the  motion,  and 

*  as  by  the  fudden  prorogation  of  the  IriJh  Parlia- 

*  merit,  no  mcafures  could  there  be  taken  to  make 

*fuch 
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'  fuch  neceflary  enquiry,  he  fhould  promote  its  be- 

*  incr  made  here  *,  that  the  penfions  on  the  Irijh 
'  eftabliihment  had  amounted  in  the  late  King's 

*  time,  to  between  forty  and  fifty  thoufand  pounds 

*  a  year,  and  were  now  increafed  to  upwards  of  fe- 
'  venty  thoufand  \  that  the  King's  minifters  in  Ire- 
'  land   had  given  a  promife  there   that  no  penfion 

*  {hould  for  the  future  be  granted  for  lives  or  terms 

*  of  years  but  on  the  utmofl:  necefiity,  and  that  in 
'  *  confequence   of  this    promife,  the  IriJh  had  in- 

'  creafed  their  army  at  a  large  expence,  and   yet 

*  the^  promife  of  granting  no  more  penfions    had 

*  been  recently  violated/ 

Lord  iV(?r/i>  faid  '  there  was  no  reafon  at  prefentLordiVsr/Si 

*  to  call  for  this  lift  of  penfions  ;  that  he  lliould  not 

*  have  obje6led   if  particular    penfions   had  been 

*  pointed  at,  as  he  would  venture  to  fay,  none  had 

*  lately  been  granted  he  could  not  defend  ;  that  the 
*•  penfion  granted  to  his  friend  (Dyfon)  was  no  more 
'  than  a  decent  provifion  for  an  old  fervant  of  the 

*  Crown,  who  had  long  laboured  in  a  painful  and 
'  not  profitable  office— his  private  charafter  unex- 

*  cepcionable  •,  the  other  penfion  (viz.  Brad/haw's) 

'  was  alfo  granted  to  one,  whofe  merics  richly  de-  ^ 

*  fervedfuch  recom.pence  ;  that  the  Civil  Lift  being 
'  granted  to  his  Majefty's  ufe,  it  was  not  proper 
'  to  de*mrind  any  account  of  the  expenditure  of  it, 

*  unlefs  money  had  been  demanded  of  Parliament 

*  to  pay  any  debts  on  it,  and  that  the  prefent  mo- 

*  tion  was  unprecedented,  and  improper/ 

G^n,  Conway  obferved,  '  that  the  prefent  mo-Gen.  Q.^r 
'  tion  was    by  no   means  unprecedented,  and  that'^''"^' 

*  it  was  certainly  a  proper  meafure  for  Parliament, 

*  who  were  the  only  proper  power  to  enquire  into 
'  the  expenditure  of  the  revenues  of  the  Crown,  as 
'  no  power  but  that  o^  the  Houfe  could  correct  the 

*  profufenefs  of  the  Crown,-  and  particularly  in  af 

*  part  of  that  profufenefs  fo  effential  to  the  well  be- 
'  ing  of  the  nation  as   of  penfions,  which  in  all 

'  times 
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'  times  had  been  applied  to  iocreaKi  the  power  of 
'  the  minifter.' 

Many  other  gentlemen  fpoke  in  this  debate; 
their  arguments  nearly  as  before.  On  a  divifion, 
the  Court  had  164  to  108. 

V  April  6.     Acommittee  of  the  Hoiife  on  the  bill 
to  regulate  the  coniequences  of  expulfions. 
Mr.  jenUn'      Mr.  Jenklnfon  obi'erved,  '  that  the  firft  claufe  in 
Jon,  <-  the  bill  mentioned  a  catalogue  of  crimes  for  which 

*  incapacitation  followed  expulfion  \  that  this  ca- 
'  talogue  (confiding  of  felony,  blafphemy  by  fta- 
'  tute,  or  any  crime  by  flatute  for  which  the  pillory 

*  was  the  punifhment)  was  by  no  means  extenfive 
«  enough,  as  there  were  many  crimes  at  conimon 

*  lav/   equally    infamous    with    thofe    mentioned, 

<  where  x\\q  pillory,  or  impriibnment  was  the  pun- 

<  nifhment-,  that  he  (hould  therefore  move  to  leave 
«  out  the  crimes  punifhable  by  (latute,  and  fubfti- 
'  tute  an  amendment'  "  or  any  perfon  being  fen- 
*'  tenced  to  imprifonment  for  a  year,  or  put  in  the 
*'  pillory  fuffering  corporal punifoment^''  '  but  this 
'  lad  he  afterv/ards  omitted,  as  burning  in  the  hand 

<  for  manfiaughter,  &c.  m/ight  be  included  in  it.' 

This  amendment  Y/as  oppofed  by  the  oppofi- 
tion,  as  entirely  changing  the  principle  on  which 
the  bill  was  brought  in  ;  the  propofed  defign  of  it 
being  to  defcribe  a  ki  of  crimes  for  which  incapa- 
citation fhouid  follow  •,  this  was  done  in  the  bill  as 
brought  in,  defcribing  every  particular  crime  as 
made  fo  by  acSb  of  Parliament ;  but  at  common  law 
there  were  many  crimes  where  the  punifhment  was 
arbitrary,  as  confpiracy,  libels,  breaches  of  the 
peace,  trefpades,  &c.  that  though  the  hcinoufnefs 
offome  of  them  might  make  incapacitation  necef- 
fary,  yet  if  the  bill  Itood  in  that  manner,  it  would 
be  left  in  the  power  of  ajudge  or  bench  of  juftices, 
before  whom  fuch  crimes  fliould  be  tried,  to  ren- 
der fuch  perfon  incapable,  by  changing  his  {t:n' 
tencc.    General  Burgoyne^  for  inflance,  was  found 


guiky 
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guilty  of  a  riot  at  Prefton,  the  judge  fined  him 
loool.  he  might  have  imprilbned  him  for  a  year, 
^nd  yet  no  perfon  would  fay  the  General  was  not  a 
proper  perfon  to  fit  in  the  Houfe ,  that  there  would 
be  not  only  a  difcretion  left  by  this  means  in  the 
power  of  the  judges  and  juftices,  but  alfo  in  the 
Houfe,  as  they  might  dill  choofe  whether  to  ex- 
pell  or  not  a  perfon  fo  convided;  this  would  leave 
it  doubly  in  the  power  of  a  Miniiler,  firft  by  his 
judges,  next  by  his  majority  in  the  Houfe,  torejed 
one  candidate,  or  admit  another  •,  the  offences  at 
common  law  were  fo  various,  that  no  gentleman 
in  the  Houfe  could  fay  he  had  not,  at  one  time  or 
other,  been  liable  to  fuch  fentence  ;  that  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  bill  being  fo  converted  from  certainty 
to  uncertainty,  thQ  very  gentle?nen  who  brought 
it  in  with  fo  good  a  delign  as  to  quiet  the  difturb- 
ances  raifed  by  the  decifion  of  the  Houfe  on  the 
Adiddlefex  eledtion  mull  give  their  own  votes  a-^ 
gainft  itj  that  the  bill  if  thus  amended,  inftead  of 
quieting  the  people,  would  give  them  a  frelli  han- 
dle to  exclaim  againil  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  as 
it  would  then  eftabiifh  by  law  a  moil  exorbitant 
power,  which  now  was  looked  on  by  the  people 
with  a  jealous  eye. 

The  miniilry  endeavoured  to  fhew  that  this  al- 
teration did  by  no  means  alter  the  principles  of  the 
bill;  t*hatitonly  extended  the  catalogue  of  crimes 
further  than  the  bill  did ;  that  many  crimes  being 
admitted  would  render  it  very  incomplete  in  the 
execution,  and  perhaps  be  attended  v/ith  lofs  of 
power  over  its  Members  to  the  Floufe  •,  that  Mr. 
Wilkes  (if  this  bill  had  exiiled  lad  year)  would  not 
have  been  incapacitated,  though  guilty  of  feditious 
and  biafphemous  libels. 

It  was  anfv/ered,  that  it  feemed  as  if  the  incapaci- 
tation ofMr.^Filkes  W2is  the  great  objed  the  Mini- 
ftry  alvv'ays  drove  at.  It  was  true  Mr.  JVilkes 
would  not  have  been  incapacitated,  nor  could  any 

perfon 
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perfon  fay,  that  all  feditious  libellers  (hould  be  Ibj 
that  libels  were  of  the  greateft  extent,  and  any 
perfon  might  fall  under  the  lafh  of  the  law  in 
that  refped,  with  the  befl:  intention,  to  defend  on- 
ly the  co.nftitution ;  as  for  inftance,  Sir  Richard 
Steele^  who  was  expelled  for  writing  the  Cri/is^  ^ 
pamphlet  of  infinite  good  confequenceto  iht  Hano- 
verian fucceiTion — would  it  have  been  right  that 
he  fhould  have  been  incapacitated  ? 

Lord  Bar-      JLord  BarringtoH  approved  of  the  amendment, 

lington,  yet  thought,  '  as  a  bill  of  this  kind  would  quiet 
^^the  minds  of  the  people  out  of  doors,  it  iliould 
V^be  paired  in  as  unanimous  a  manner  as  poffible  5 
^  that  he  wifhed  therefore,  as  the  minority  feemed 
f  determined  rather  to  lofe  the  bill  than^to  fubmic 
^  to  the  alterations,  that  the  minidry  Vv'ould  give 
;;jL]p  the  point,  as  the  bill  would  do  very  well  as 
*  propofed  j  that  fuch  a  concefTion  would  iliew  the 
^igood  fenle  of  the  niiniilry,  who  would  thereby 
^ijiave  the  credit  of  yielding  to  the  good  of  the  na^ 
•xciol?,  in  a  point  which  would  not  reflect  any  dif- 
^lionouronthem.'  .         ' 

'fThis   the  miniftry  feemed  not  much  to  relifh  * 

Uxi  North. hi\t  at  laft  Lord  North  got  up,  and  argued  an 
firft  for  the  amendment :  he  faid,  '  that  this  con- 
**:cefrion  would  nor,  he  feared,  conciliate  the  peo- 
^  pie,  as  there  would  always  be  men,  whofe  in-^ 
*~>tereft  or  difpofition  would  keep  them  unquiet, 
fand  render  them  flill  the  blowers  up  of  fedition  ; 
*^that  nothing  but  punifhment,  or  want  of  fuccefs, 
'  would  have  any  effed  on  them.  The  former  he 
*:was  averfe  to;  the  latter  he  hoped  would  efFec- 
*  tually  do  the  bufinefs  •,  however,  he  would  no 
'longer  oppofe  the  withdrawing  the  amendment.' 
rr(This  ftep  feemed  neceffary,  as  he  would  elfe 
have  moft  probably  lolt  the  queftion,  as  feveral  of 
the  ininiftry  and  country  gentlemen  of  that  party 
declared  againft  it;  and  indeed  it  was  the  morefo,- 
^  if  the  queftion  for  the  amendment  had  been 
.r  carried^ 
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carried,  the  law  of  expulfions  would  have  flood  on 
an  infinitely  worfe  minifterial  ground  than  it  ever 
did  before  the  MiddUfex  decifion.) 

April  9.  Mr.  -Irecothick  made  a  motion  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  bill  to  repeal  the  American  duty  on 
tea.  The  minifrry  difputed  the  propriety  of  this 
motion,  as  being  contradidlory  to  a  known  rule 
of  the  floufe,  viz.  that  any  thing  which  has  re- 
ceived a  negative,  (liall  riot  be  brought  on  again 
the  fame   feflions ;  they  obfcrved,  '  that  when  a 

*  motion  was  made  fome  time  fince,  to  repeal  the 
^ 'othftv  Aifierican  duties,  an  amendment  had  been 

*  propofed,  by  adding  the  words,  and  on  tea  \  thac 

*  on  this  amendment,  the  meafure  had  been  fully 

*  debated,  and  rcfolved  in  the  negative  by  a  great    -, 

*  majority,  that  this  prelent  motion  was  the  fame 
'  queftion  in  efFe<5l,  as   it  tended   to  do  in  a  bill 

*  what  before  was  attempted  in  the  amendment/ 

The  oppofuion  allowed  the  rule,  yet  faid,  '  this 

*  particular  did  not  come  under  it ;  that  the  reafoa 

*  of  the  rule  was  plainly,  that  it  might  not  appear 

*  on  the  journals  •,  that  the  fame  queftion  had  re- 

*  ceived  two  different  receptions  in  the  fame  {xti^^ 
^  (ions  :  in  this  cafe,  this  could  not  appear,  as  ic 

*  might  be  very  improper  to  do  that  in  the  former 

*  bill,  which  might  now  be  very  neceflary  •,  that  if 

*  a  negative,  put  on  an  amendment,  hindered  the 

*  fubjedt  of  that  amendment  to  be  brought  on  in 

*  any  other  (hape,  it  might  be  very  eafy  to  prevent 

*  almoft  any  thing,  by  adding  the  matter  of  it  to  a 

'  money-bi  1,  and  then  the  whole  would  be  rejeded,   , 

*  or  by  rejedting  the  amendment,  the  matter  be  put 

*  an  end  to  for  the  feflions  :  for  inftance,  in  the  bill 

*  for  raifing  the  land-tax,  fuppofe  a  member  was  to 

*  move  an  amendment,  by  inferting  the  words  to  the 
*'  bill,  and  on  malt,"  or  adding,  "  and  to  prevent 
**  mutiny,'*  *  the  Houfe  could  never  receive  thefe 

*  amendments,  they  muft  be  reje(5led  \  but  would 
*^any  one  fay,  that  the  male-tax  or  mutiny  bill 

Vol,  VIIL  Y  i;ould 
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f  could  not  be  brought  on  that  year ;  that  a  pro- 

*  pofed  amendment  had  not  even  the  advantage 

*  of  a  previous  queftion,  as   the  Houfe  had  re- 

*  folved  that  a  previous  queftion  could  not  be  put 

*  on  an  amendment;  that  on  particular  meaiures, 
'  the  Houfe  had  even  given  up  its  own  rule,  by 

*  admitting  very  fmall  variations ;  and  that  this 

*  was  as  important  a  queftion  as  any  could  happen 

*  to  give  it  up  in  ;  that  to  the  province  of  New- 

*  Tork  alone,  of  ten  (hips  which  would  have  car- 

*  ried   30O5OO0I.  worth  of    merchandize,    if  the 

*  American  duties  had  been  repealed,  three  only 

*  had  failed  with  about  io,oool.  worth  of  goods, 

*  and  the  other  feven  weie  going  out  in  ballaft, 

*  and  it  was  to  be  feared  the  fame  would  happen 

*  to  the  whole  Aniirican  x\'2idc  *.  On  the  divifion, 
the  queftion  to  go  into  the  other  orders  of  the  day, 
(propofed  by  Lord  Clare)  was  carried  80  to  52. 

April 

*  The  following  additional  particulars  of  this  debate,  we;© 
(  printed  in  the  public  papers. 

Mr.  Trecothick  reprefented  to  the  Houfe  of  Common?,  that 
the  exports  to  America  in  1768,  had  exceeded  thofe  in  1769,  up- 
wards of  700,000!.  He  alfo  ventured  to  aflert,  that  unlefs  rhe 
duties  upon  tea  were  repealed,  the  exports  of  this  year  would 
fall  confiderably  Ihort  of  thofe  of  the  laft  year.  It  likewife  ap- 
peared, that  out  of  ten  fhips  lately  in  the  port  of  London^  and 
bound  to  Ne^-Yorky  only  three  failed}  and  that  the  whole 
amount  of  the  three  cargoes  did  not  exceed  io,oool.  that  the  fe- 
ven other  ihips  were  now  failing  with  the  bed  of  the  river  Thames 
for  their  cargoes,  being  laden  with  ballaft  only. 

Mr.  TrecothUk  aflured  the  Houfe,  that  if  the  differences  which 
unhappily  fubfifted  between  the  mother  country,  and  the  colo- 
nics had  been  amicably  fettled,  the  cargoes  of  thefe  ten  fliips 
would  have  amounted  to  at  leaft  300,000!.  Thus  are  fubftan- 
tial  benefits  loft  to  this  country,  merely  to  retain  a  paltry  pre- 
amble to  an  a^  of  Parliament,  the  adt  itfelf  being  repealed. 
Wife  minifters  indeed ! 

The  Lord  Mayor,  upon  Mr.  TrecothUk"%  motion,  faid,  that 
«  if-  the  Houfe  were  of  opinion,  that  it  could  not,  confiftent  with 
«  their  niles  and  orders,  be  then  admitted,  that  he  hoped  Lord 
<  North  would  allow  of  a  prorogation  of  the  Parliament  till  af- 

*  tcr  the  holidays,  that  the  matter  might  then  be  taken  into  con- 

*  fideration.'  To  which  Lord  North  fneeringly  anfwertd,  *  he 
^  was  very  glad  to  find  thai  a  prorogation  ivould  content  the  ho- 
6  nourable  gentleman.* 
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Jpril  10.  The  Houfe  received  the  report  of  the 
'Committee  on  Sir  John  Fieldhtgh  plan,  for  prevent- 
ing houfebreakings,  &c.  One  of  the  reiolutions 
was,  to  make  a  receiver  of  ftolen  goods  a  prin- 
cipal, whereas  at  prelent  he  is  only  an  acceflary. 
Several  gentlemen  fpoke  againft  this  increafingour 
capital  penal  laws,  already  much  too  bloody  j  that 
the  receiver  was  indeed  as  bad,  or  perhaps  worfe 
than  the  thief,  yet  it  Ihould  be  confidered,  whe- 
ther the  prefent  laws  were  not  too  cruel  on  the 
latter ;  and  whether  it  would  not  be  firft  better  to 
determine,  whether  it  would  not  be  a  better  flcp 
to  reduce  this  punifhment,  than  to  enereafe  that 
of  the  receivers.  However,  on  the  divifion,  it 
was  agreed  48  to  19. 

[We   fear,    that  moft  of  our  capital  punifh- 
mcnts  are  too  fevere;    and    queflion  whether  fo- 
ciety   ought  to  take  away  the   life  of  any  man, 
for  any  lefs  crime  than  murder  or  capital  treafon. 
Punifhments  feem  originally  to  have  been  found- 
ed on  the  lex  talionis\    but  after  the  inftitution 
of  civilized  focieties,  that  law  was  taken  out  of 
the  hands  of    individuals,   and  put  into  that  of 
people  at   large,    or  their  magiltraies.      In   this 
Hate,  the  lex  ialioms,  in  fome  meafure,  was   put 
an  end  to,    and  punifhments  for  crimes  againft 
individuals,  being  looked  upon   as  crimes  again  ft 
the  whole   fociety,  were  puniflied  by  that  fociety 
in  fuch  manner  as  was  thought  moft  adequate  to 
prevent  thofe  crimes  in  others.  ,  From   that  time 
punifhments   encreafed    to    an^^^xceffive  height. 
Every  legiQature  condemned  crimes,  more  ^^par- 
ticularly detrimental  to  the  fituation   of  their  re- 
fpe(5live  countries,    with  great  ^fcvefity ;    and  as 
frefii  crimes  arofe,  frclfe  laws  enilied.  .  Jn  .  £,tp-- 
land  this    has  been    more    particularly  the  cafe. 
Some   gentlemen  Raving .  fodnd,  a    particular,  in- 
convenience    from  fpme:   partieiriac  crknei,    h^ve 
come  to  Parliament,  and   got  that  mJ.de" capital. 
y  2  *  Others 
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Others   have  done  the   fame,  arguing  for  every 

frefli  crime  which  they  wanted  to  make  capital, 
that  fueh  a  crime  had  been  made  capital,  which 
Was.  not  fo  bad  as  the  prefent.  •  By  thefe  means 
it  has  happened,  that  \n  England^  our  penal 
law^  are  the  molt  bloody  of  any  country  in  Eu- 
rope^ 2ind\i  feems  highly  necelfary  to' revife  the 
whole.]  ;       . 

Sir  G.  Savile  fpoke  very  well  upon  this  Aibjeft, 
offering  and  \^iihing  for  a  committee  upon  this 

-head,   who   fhould  revife  all  the  penal  ftatutes, 

■and  reduce  them  into  a  regular  fyftem,  in  which 
the  puniHimcnts  fliould  be  more  adequate  to  the 

-crimes. 

.r-  'Another  of  the  refolutions  was,  that  the  tranf- 
ported  convi6ls  fhouk!  be  fent  to  Jfrica  or  the  Eqfi 

p Indies,  in^e^d  of  North  America. 

I  'Several  objtftions  were  made  to  this  firfl:,  that 
fending  them  to  thefe  climates  was,  in  other  words, 

'ordering  them  to  death,  ^dly.  That  unlefa  the 
African  and  Eaft  India  Companies  were  ordered 
t'O^take  ihem,  and  pay  for  their  paflage,  it  would 
,be  impofTible  to  get  them  there,  as  at  prefent  the 
expence  of  fending  them  was  paid  by  the  convidts 

'  iherafclves  •,  and  in  c^fe  the  convidl  could  not  pay 
it,  the  mafter  of  the  fhip  who  carried  them  had 
a  right,  by  the  laws  of  the  plantations,  to  fell  them 
for  the  time  the  law  condemned  them.  Whereas 
it  was  not  worth  the  while^of  the  India  Company 
to  purchafe  them  at  fo  high  a  rate,  unlefs  for  fol- 

'  diers,  and  in  that  cafe  they  were  at  prefent  per- 
mitted to  take  them.  3dly,  If  fent  to  Africa^  it 
was  to  be  feared,  that  filling  thofe  forts  with  inha- 
bitants of  this  nature,  great  danger  might  accrue 
to  thofe  fettlements,  as  the  neighbouring  negroes, 
always  ready  to  deftroy  thofe  forts,  and  being 
joined  by  thefe  defperadoes,  might  fcize  them, 
tnd  which  at  prefent  they  were  with  difficulty  re- 

ftrained 


A.  1770.        DEBATES.  325 

ftraincd   from.     For  thefe  reafons  this  refolution  , 

was  pofbponed. 

Another  rcfolutlon  was,  that  lallad-ftngers  were 
a  great  caiife  of  the  increafc  of  robbers,  by  draw- 
ing crowds  about  them  of  idle  people,  to  the  en- 
couragement of  pickpockets,  &:c. 

This  was  fo  ridiculous,  that  the  clerk  could  not 
read  it  for  laughing ;  indeed  the  whole  Houfc 
joined  him,  and  after  fome  droll  defence  of  them, 
as  itinerant  mufeSy  &c.  the  rciblution  was  poll- 
poned. 

April  II.  The  Houfe  in  a  committee,  on  re^ 
newing  the  bounties  on  the  exportation  of  brown 
and  white  linens. 

About  fifteen  years  ago,  a  duty  was  laid  on  fo-t 
reign  linens  imported  into  Great  Britain^  and  a 
draw-back  of  the  whole  duty  allowed  on  re-ex- 
portation of  them.  This  would  have  a6led  as  a 
prohibition  on  the  Scotch  and  Irijh  linens,  and 
therefore  a  bounty  was  given  on  exporting  them 
of  one  halfpenny  a  yard,  to  continue  for  fifteen 
years,  and  now  was  near  expiring. 

The  effect  this  bounty  had,  was  fuch  an  encou- 
ragement on  thofe  manufa6tories,  that  they  in-? 
creafed  exceedingly  •,  but  at  the  fame  time  a  bounty 
not  having  been  given  on  the  exportation  of  ftriped 
and  checked  linens,  that  manufadory  decreafed 
every  year,  as  the  demand  for  then  in  the  JVefl 
Indies  was  put  an  end  to  by  the  greater  ufe  of  coarfe, 
white,  and  brown  linens,  which  were  fold  cheaper 
on  account  of  the  bounty. 

The  manufafturers,  therefore,  of  the  ftriped 
and  checked  linens,  applied  to  Parliament,  that 
if  the  bounty  was  given  to  the  whites  and  browns, 
\t  fhould  alio  be  extended  to  the  ftriped  and  ^ 
checked  linens,  or  that  the  bounty  ftiould  be  ta- 
ken ofi  all,  to  put  the  whole  on  a  footing. 

The  IriJh  oppofed  taking  oft'  the  bounty  en- 
I'lreli^,    as  it  would  ruin  their  manufadlory,   for 

^-  Y  3  whicfi 
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which  the  bounty  was  looked  on  as  a  purchafe,  to 
keep  them  clear  of  the  cloth  niandadory.  The 
Scotch  alio  oppofed  it,  as,  if  it  was  taken  off,  it 
would  enable  foreigrners  to  underfell  us  in  the 
American  markets ;  therefore,  as  it  certainly  was 
reaibnable,  that  our  own  manufadlories  fhould  be 
on  a  footing  with  the  Scokh  and  Irijhy  the  com- 
mittee refolycd,  that  a  bounty  fhould  be  granted 
On  the  ilriped  and  checked  linens,  as  well  as  on 
the  whites  and  browns. 

[April  12.  The  King  went  to  the  Houfeto  pafs 
t)i)ls,.  and  the  Houfe  adjourned  to  the  24th. 
Mr  r  <.   ':   April  16'.    This  day  Wir,  AldQxmzni'recothiik 
ib^ik/^^  moved,  '   that   an   Addreis  be  immediately  pre- 

*  fented  to  his  Majcily,  defiring  that  his  Majefty 
^^  iij  ^  would  give  orders,  that  copies  of  all  letters  ;o 

;^cji,e  Secretaries  of  State,  the  Board  of  Trade,  &<:. 

'^'wnicK  contained  ■any  .narrative  ot  the  late  un- 

_*^  happy  ^ffair  at  ^<7/?tf;/,  together  with  copies  of 

.^'the  inftrudiohs  Tent  by  his  Majefly's  Minifters 

'CV  A  '  ^^  his, Governors  in  North  America  fmce  June  laft^ 

'  ^'^*^"'  might  be  laid  before  the  Houfe  of  Commons.'  qs 

c^\.Mack'      Lord   H'dlfoorough  and    Lord  Norths  who  had 

^y-  ^Keard  of  this   motion   before  it  v/as  made,  woulcj 

i^in   have  perfuaded  Mr.  Trecolhick  not  to  make 

K^aflli ring  him,  that  flich  an  Addrefs  was  unne- 

'      (Sfliafyj  as  the  papers  would  certainly  be  laid  before 

parliament  without   it.     But   Mr.  Trecothick  did 

not  chufe  to  trull  to  their  afTurances  •,  and  accord- 

Jnc>-]y  made  his  motion.     The  adminiftration  were 

afraid  to  oppofe  it.     In  fad,  they  durfl  not.     But 

Colonel  Mcickay  fald,  '  he  faw  great  danger  in  it, 

'  if  it  was  not  altered;  as  perhaps  there  might  be 

*■  fome  part  of  the  letters  which  did  not  relate  to 

*  the  affair  at  Bojlon ;  2ind  at  all  events,  the  writ- 

*  crs  names,  and  other  names  in  the  letters,  ought 

*  not,  as  had  been  too  m.uch  the  cuftom,  to  be  laid 

*  before  the  Houle.' — Mr.   Grenville  concurred  irj 
this  feniiment,  and   enforced   it  exceedingly  well 

in 
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in  a  very  fine  fpeech ;  '  inftancing  a  variety  of  in-  ^^^  ^-r^^. 

*  conveniencies  which  might  arife  from  fuch  acir-'viUc. 

*  cumftance,   and  Tome  which  adually  did  arife 

*  from  laying  the  whole  of  the  papers,  with  all 

*  the  names,  before  the  Houfe,  in  the  cafe  of  the 
^  Stamp-Ad  •,  and  other  matters  fince.'  Upon 
thefe  arguments,  the  motion  w^s  amended,  by- 
adding,  '  ExtraBs  or  Copies  of  all  the  letters,'  Sec, 
and  the  writers  names,  as  well  as  other  names  in 
the  letters,  were  omitted. 

May  I.  The  Houfe,  in  a  committee,  went 
upon  Mr.  Herberl*s  bill.  Lord  Norlb  propofed  an 
alteration  which  gave  offence ;  and,  in  fhort,  by 
a  variety  of  alterations  made  by  the  miniftry,  th|5 
nature  of  the  bill  had  been  almoft  wholly  changed  ; 
which  Mr,  Herhert  not  approving  of,  he  got  upMr.  Ht- 
and  moved,  ^  that  the  Chairmaf)  might  leave  the*''^^ 

*  chajr  i'  which  being  agr<:^d  to,  an  epd  w^s  thus 
put  to  this  famous  bill. 

May  3.  A  motion  was  this  dgy  made  by  the 
Hon.  Boyle  W(ilfmghamy  on  the  late  extraordinary  j^^  ;^^/. 
prorogation  of  the  Irijh  Parliament,  which  he  in-^^w 
troduced  by  a  fpeech,  wherein  he  faid,  *  that  the 
^  (late  of  Ireland  was  mod  deplorable;  that,  in  con- 

*  fequence  of  the  laft  unexpeded  prorogation,  the 

*  following  temporary  laws  had  ej^pired  ;  the  A6t 
Vfo^r  afligning  judgments,  by  whi(?h  the  Romaa 
^  Catholics  coiald  alone  obtain  landed  fecurjty  for 

*  their  money ;  that  the  tax  upon  hawkers  and 
^  pedlars  had  ceafed,  which  had  been  appropriated 

*  to  the  fupport  of  the  Incorporated  Society  for 

*  building  Prpteftant  charter  fchools  j  that  2800!. 

*  granted  for  public   works,   &c.   would   remain 

*  unappropriated  in  the  Treafury  -,  that  many  ufe- 

*  ful  laws,  regarding  the  late  infurredions,  and  the 

*  tillage  and  improvements  of  the  country,  had 
^  expired  \  and  concluded  with  moving,  '  that 
^  the  inftrudions,  in   confequence  of  which  Lord 

Y  4  Townff 
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«  fom'tJJopjd  prorogued  the  Irip  Parliamcntv  iboiiid 

*  be  laid  before  the  Houie.'  ^.^     -  . 
^"'V        Seconded  by  the  Flon.  Conftantine  FMpps.^ 

fAr.Gntt'-       Right  Hon,   George  GrenvrUe.     ■  That  the    late 

*  prorogation   was   unconftitutional  •,  that  the  :Stu'- 

*  arts    had  .  ever   been  defirous  of  ruling  without;* 

*  Parliaments-,    that  prorogations  always  followed 

*  grants  of  money,  as   was  the  cafe  lately  in  Ire- 

*  land '^  that -Adminiftration  had  given  up  tbepre- 

*  rogarive  of  the  Crown  to  obtain  the  late  aug- 
*^  mentation  .in    Irdand^    that    Lord  Tcwnlhend^^ 

*  meiTage,  and  the  King's  promife, were  contrary  to 

*  two  EngliJhA6ks  of  Parliament— the  Kd.  of  the  laft 
^  SeiTions,  repealing  the  lOth  KingJV/lliami  SLnd . 

*  to  the  13th  of  Charles  IL  vefling  the  power  and 

*  difppfition  of  all  the  land   and  fea  forces  in  the 

*  Crown ;  that  if  this  promife  was  obferyed,  it 
^  wpyld  be  in  contradidlion  to  thofe  two  (latutes ; 

*  he  believed  deceit  and  delufion  had  been  hung 
^  out  to  the  Iri/Ij  Parliamenr,  to  induce  them  to 

*  come  into  the  augmenraiion.'    ' 
Me  then  moved,  that  the  papers  relative  to  th^ 

augmenration  alio  might  be  laid  before  Parliament. 
Lord  Nor  lb.  'That  the  prorogation  of  the  Iri/ib 

*  Parli/.ment  was  unavoidable;  the  Minifter  would 
S  be' impeachable  if  he  had  advifed  otherwife — the 
'  reiolutibh   of  the  Houfe  of  Cotrimons,  contrary 

*  to  Poyning's  law,  the  grand  bond  of  the  depen- 
*' d^ncc  01  Ireland  w^ovi  England  \  warranted  by 
'  the  precedent  of  Lord  Sidney,    in    1692;   that 

*  founded   upon  that,  he  adviied  the  Lord  Lieute- 

*  nant's  Proteft,  and  the  prorogation  of  ihc  JriJ/b 
'  Parliament ;  that  he  affirmed  his  Majcftv's  bounry 
^  from  hjs  Privy  Purfe  woud  be  extended  to  the 

*  Incorporated  Society  ;  that  the  jaugmentatiori 
*■  could  be  obtained  from  Ireland  upon  no  other 
'  conficleration,  than  the  King^^s  j^r-pmifejof  licpo 

*  men  being  itationary  at-^il  ti4Tae^.  jn  that  country  * 
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SirlVillmn  I\deredftb.    *  I  (hall  beg  leave  to  re-gj^  ;^.,/,.^^ 
5  vert  to  the  original  prqpofuion  of  my  HonoiW' Meredl'tb, 
'  able  Friepd,  the  confideracipn  of  the  prorogation 
'  of  the  Irijh  Parliament;  and,  in  order  thereto,  a 

*  fummary  yit\vofPcymng's  law,  and  thofe  fta- 
ftutes  which  are  derived  from  ir,  deferve  your 
^  attention. 

'  The  hiftorians  of  thofe  times  inforpi  us,  that 
f  the  loth  of  Henry  VII.  was  defigned  as  a  curb 
f  to  the  power,  pot  of  Parliament,  but  of  the 
.'  chief  Governors ;  the  Ad  itfelf  declaring,  that 

*  the  bills  to  be  paflcd  in  Parliament  ihould  be 
'  certified  over,  pnder  the  Great  Seal  of  Ireland^ 
f  previous  to  its  commencement.     Xhe  great  in- 

*  convenience  of  this  regulation  induced  them  to 

*  enable  the  Council,  by  the  4th  and  5th  of  Fhi^ 

*  lip  and  Mary^  to  tranfmit  bills,  over-fctting  the 

*  Parliament  ♦,  but,  Sir,  it  is  obfervablf,  that  no 

*  mention  is  made  of  money  bills  in  any  of  thofe 

*  ftatutes,  and  this  ad  was  twice  fufpended  in  the 

*  times  of  Henry  VIII.  and   of  Queen   Elizabeth^ 

*  to. clear  up  fome  doubts,  I  conceive,  which  had 
'  arilen,  relative  to  the  folc  right  of  the  Commons 
f  to  originate  money-bills.     Now,  Sir,    I  totally 

*  differ  from  the  noble  Lord;  that  this  refolutipn 

*  of  the  PJoufe  of  Commons  was  contrary  toPoyn- 
<  ing'^  I^aw,  or  that  the  precedent  of  1692  is  in 
f  point.  It  is  contended  that  the  Council  have  by 
'  law  a  right  of  originating  money-bills;  the  prac- 

*  tice,  it  is  acknowledged,  has  been  for  all  grants 

*  to  proceed  from  the  Houfeof  Commons,  and  the 
'  firft  grant  of  tonnage  and  poundage  the  J7th  of 
*:  Henry  VII.  in  Ireland  is  declared  in  the  preanible 
'  to  proceed  from  the  Commons.     Admitting  that 

*  they  have  .a  concurrent  right,  the  late  refolution 

*  of  the  Commons  of  Ireland^  viz.  "  That  this  bill 
"  be  rejedied  becaufe  it  did  not  take  its  rife  in  this 
*'  hoiife,"  means  no  more  than  this,  two  modes  of 
f  originating  money-bills  being  propofed,  we  con- 
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^' cei^e  that  of  theHoufe  of  Commons  to  be  the 

*  fuperior,  and  therefore  rejeft  this  Bill  (which  it 

*  is  acknowledged  they  had  an  indifputable  right  to 

*  do)  becaufe  it  originated  in  the  Council,  and  not 

*  in  this  Houfe,  which  we  conceive  to  be  the  better 

*  mode  of  the  two.  I  do  fay  that  the  Houfe  df 
'  Commons  had  a  right  to  give  this  for  their  reafon,  % 

*  and  that  it  did  not  impugn  in  the  leaft  the  validity 

*  of  the  ftatute  in  queftion. 

*  Had  the  Houfe  of  Commons  aOlgned  the  refo- 

*  lutionin  1692,  viz.  that  this  bill  be  rejeded  be- 

*  caufe  it  is  the  exclufive  right  of  the  Commons  to 

*  originate  money-bills,  which,  I  am  informed  by 
"^  fome  leading  men  in  that  country,  was  at  firft 
^  propofed,  but  afterwards  moderated  to  the  pre- 

*  knt  form;  this  would  have  impugned  the  claim 
^  of  the  Council  J  but  at  prefent  neither  protefl  nor 

*  prorogation   is  founded  upon  the  precedent  of 

*  Lord  aSj^/^^j,  in  169?.  "      —         ;     ■     • 

'I  iliall  not,  at  prefent,  comment  upon  tlkfvio- 
?  lation  of  the  privileges  of  both  Houfes  of  Parlia^ 

*  men^t  by  Lord  'To'wnjbend^s  proteft,  but  content 

*  myfelf  with  obferving,  that  in  a  fpeech  of  Sir  G. 

*  Macartney's  printed,  as  it  appears  to  me,  in  juftifica- 

*  tion  of  this  meafure ;  he  fays,  That  this  Council 

*  money-bill  was  a  fine  which  they  paid  for  the  re- 

*  newal   of  Parliament,  and  pointed  to   a  leading 

*  man  of  great  abilities  in  that  country;  telling 
*'the  Houfe  at  the  fame  time,  that  he  had  loft  his 

*  place  of  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  impe- 

*  ding  the  progrefs  of  d.  fimilar  bill  at  the  com- 

*  mencementof  his  prefent  Majefty's  reign,  recom- 

*  mending  it  to  others  to  avoid  a  like  fate.     Sir,  I 

*  do  contend  that  the  proceedings  of  Adminiftra- 

*  tion  in  Ireland  have  been  mod  arbitrary  and  op- 
'  prefTive.     This  Houfe  has  a  coercive  power  over 

*  Mini  iters  in  every  part  of  the  British  Empire  ; 
'  and  I  hope  that  the  afflided  country  of  Ireland 

^  wiM 


A.  IJ70.         DEBATES.  331 

*  will  obtain  from   the  Legiflature  here,  that  repa- 

*  ration  which  her  own  Parliament  can    no  longer 

*  give  her ;  and  that  your  policy  and  intcreft  will 

*  induce  you  to  do  that  which  juftice  loudly  de- 
'  mands  from  you.' 

The  Houfe  at  length  divided  upon  the  queftion, 
when  66  were  for  it,  and  140  againft  it. 

May  8.  Governor  Pcwnall  brought  forward  his^or.  povs^ 
motion,  which  he  prefaced  with  a  very  long  and""" '' 
elaborate  fpeech.  Several  papers  were  read,  the 
commiffions  of  Sir  Francis  Bernard^  of  Ld.  Loudofiy 
of  Gen.  Gage^  and  fome  mefiages  of  the  Affembly 
oi Boficn.  He  faid  '  thofe  papers  laid  before  the 
^  Houfe  that  ftate  of  his  Majeily's  government  in 
'  America^  which  his  Majefty  had  in  his  ipeech  re- 

*  ferred  to  the  confideration  of  Parliament.     That 

*  the  Houfe  was   hereby  called  upon  to   take  the 

*  nature  and  operation  of  thofe  powers  in  confidera- 

*  tion,  and  to  examine  how  therninitlers  here,  the 

*  commanding  officers  and  governors  in  America 

*  on  one  hand,  and  the  people  on  the  other  hand, 
^  adled  and  behaved  under  thofe  powers ;  that  the 
'  Houfe  muft  examine  the  right  of  things  as  well  as 
^  matters   of  fad:,  that  they  might  come  to  the 

*  caufes  of  the  prefent  alienation  amongft  i\i^Ame- 
'  ricam  towards  this  country  and  government  •,  that 
'  the  H9ufe  ought  to  enquire  what  could  have  made 
'  fo  great  an  alteration  in  a  people  once  fo  loyal,  fo 
^  affedlionate,  and  dutiful.  He  fpoke  very  parti- 
'  culariy  to  the  merits  and  fervicesof  the  people  of 

*  New  England^  and  of  their  zeal  for  the  fervice  of 

*  their  country  ;  and  faid,  there  was  a  time  v/hea 

*  this  country  was  threatened  with  an  invafion  ;  that 

*  if  the  Frejich  had  landed  in  England^  thofe  New- 

*  England-men  would  have  been  ready  to  have  come 
'  over  at  their  own  expence  to  the  affiftanceof  their 

*  native  country,  as  they  always  hold  England  to 
'  be.  But  that  matters  were  now  v/idely  different  j 
^  we  were  fending  over  an  arniy  to  America  under 

'pretence 
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*  pretence  of  fecuring  the  obedience  of  thofe  very 

*  people,  now  confidered  as  rebels,  and  jufl  upon 

*  the  point  of  revolting/  He  was  very  long  ail^ 
particular  in  defcribing  the  unjuftifiable  eftablifli- 
ment  of  that  army,  as  fuperfeding  the  civil  pow- 
ers, and  fhewed  that  this  was,  the  very  method  by 
!^/hich  the  liberty  of  all  the  ftates  in  Europe  was  de- 
ftroyed;  and  faid,  '  that  this  military  eilabliHimenc 
*"  was  the  caufe  of  all  the  difturbances  in  America* 
He  then  read  the  Governor's  commifTion,  and  de- 
fcanted  upon  the  powers  granted  under  the  Great 
Seal ;  and  faid  '  that  every  military  power  whicli 
^  the  King  had  to  grant  v/as  given  to  the  Governor 
.^  and  -Coiincil,  not  to  be  taken  away  by  any  power 
"f  of  a  Secretary  of  State;  and  was  not  taken  away; 

*  and  that  therefore   the   power  exerclfed   by  the 

*  Military  Commanders  in  Chief  was  not  warranted, 
f  b.ut  that  all  thofe  powers  ftill  remained  with  the 
*'  Governor,  as  they  do  with  the  Lord  Ljeutenanc 

*  in  Ireland'  He  then  offered  his  motion,  which 
was  an  iVddrefs  to  the  King,  humbly  reprefenting 
that  difputes  had  arifen  ampngO:  the  feyeral  Go- 
vernors and  Commander^,  in  almofl  all  the  colo- 
nies, fince  the  appointment  of  a  Commander  in 
Chief;  that  there  was  perputalconfufion  ;  that  the 
people  o^  America  cprnplained  of  this  eft^blifliment 
of  the  army  there  as  fetting  up  a  military  govern- 
ment over  the  civil ;  and  therefore  humbly  bt:fe,ech- 
ing  his  Majefty  to  dire61:,  that  all  thofe  matters 
might  be  re-confidered  and  redified,  and  ni^jds 
agreeable  to  law  and  the  conftitutiop. 

Lord  May-      The  Lord  May  Or  feconded  the  motion ;  but  faid, 
?*■•  *  as  the  matter  had  beeq  fo  fully,  fo  clearly,  and 

*  fo  demonftrably  opened  and  made  out  by  his  wor- 

*  thy  friend  who  moved ;  and  as  he  did  not  fee 

*  that  it  was  poffible  that  the  gentlemen  on  the  o- 

*  ther  ficje  the  Houfe  could  oppofe  it,  or  that  it 
'  CQuld  admit  of  a  debate,  he  Ihoijld  not  now  fpeak 

*  CQ  it,  Qnly  rifing  up  to  fccqnd  ^he  motion,  but 

6  '  rcferving 
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*  referving  to  himfelf  the  right  of  anfwering  if  any 

*  thing  was  vinreafonably  oppofed  by  way  of  argu- 
'  ment  to  this  motion/ 

Mr.  CJohnftone  (late  Governor  oiJVeJi  Florida)  Govtmot 
fupported  the  motion  by  a  mod  excellent  fpeech.-^'^"-'^'"^* 

*  He  dated  the  illegality  of  the  prefent  arrange- 

*  ment  of  commands;  (hewed  they  were  contrary 

*  to  law  •,  not  warranted  by  the  commifTions  of  the 

*  Commanders  in  Chief;  and  that  the  letters  and 

*  Secretaries  of  State  made  matters  flillworfe,  both 

*  as  to  the  confufion  and  the  legality.     He  gave  a 

*  very  curious  account  from  Tacitus^  of  difputes  of 

*  precifely  the  fame  nature,  which  arofe  \u  Africa 

*  between  the  Proconfuls,  and  the  Imperial  military 

*  lieutenants,  and  (hewed  how  that  eflablifhmeni- 
^  there  converted  the  provinces  into  military  go- 
^  vernments.  He  then  quoted  the  cafe  of  the  like 
^  difpute  created  by  King  James  in  Ireland^  byjiis 
^  endeavouring  to  make  Lord  Tyrconnel^  the  Com- 

*  mander   in  Chief  of  the  forces,  independent  of 

*  the  Lord  Lieutenant ;  but  that  he  would  not  do 

*  it ;  and  was  forced  to  fuperfede  the  Lord  Claren- 

*  don^  and   make  the  Lord  Tyrconnel  Lord  Lieu- 

*  tenant.  He  explained  all  the  cafes  of  confufion 
'  which  had  arifen  in  Wejl  Florida^  and  in  ^ebec, 

*  Having  confidered  the  inexplicable  confufion  as  it 

*  arofe 'from  the  illegality  of  this  eftablifliment,  he 

*  proceeded  to  confider  the  expediency,  and  with 

*  great  knowledge  of  the  fervice,  (hewed  the  inex- 

*  pediency  of  it,  and  pointed  out  the   great  ex- 

*  pence  of  it,  which  was  incurred  by  this  country 

*  to  no  one  good  purpofe,  but  every  bad  one  ;  and 
'  therefore  concluded  with  calling  for  a,  re-confi- 

*  deration    and  adjuftment  of  this'bufinefs  ao-ree- 

*  able  to  the  motion.'  > 

Lord   Barrington    before    he  began   his   argu-Loa^^r. 
ment  on    the  queftion,    endeavoured   to  explain •''V'^"^ 
away  the  account  which  Mr.  Johnftone  had  given 
of  the   feveral    difputes,   and    then    by   way  of 

anfwer 
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anfwer  to  what  Governor  Pownal  hz&  Mdjiti  o- 
pcning  the  nature  of  his  motion,  gave  aruperficial 
account,  an  hiftory  of  the  firft  eftablifhment  of  this 
commilTion,  and  of  the  neceflity  of  one  coile6lcd 
military  command,  which  not  having  been  dif- 
puted,  was  nothing  to  the  purpofe.  He  then  faid, 
'  that  as  difputes  about  this  command  had  arifen, 

*  the  Governors  received  letters  from  a  Secretary 

*  of  State  to  fubmit  to  the  command  in  all  cafes, 

*  where  a  Brigadier  was  prefent,  but  that  they 
'  might  take  the  command  where  there  was  no 

*  Brigadier.*  However,  after  a  long  office  ha- 
rangue, in  which  he  faid  '  that  as  there   was  no 

*  civil  magiilratc  who  would  ufe  the  aid  of  the 

*  troops,  it  was  beft  they  fhould  be  withdrawn, 

*  a?jd  would  be  withdrawn  •,'    he  concluded  by  al- 

*  lowing,  '  that   there  was  fomething  wrong  and 

*  defedive  in  the  law,  as  to  the  court  martials  j 
'  and  that  there  were  doubts  in  point  of  law,  as  to 
'  the  nature  of  the  eftablifhment,  but  yet  that  the 
'  commifTion  was  legal ;  that  this  motion  was  not 

*  the  way  to  get  it  rcdified,  and  therefore  moved 

*  to  adjourn.' 

Mr.  Serjeant  Glynn  arofe  to  anfwer,  but  as  the 

Lord  Mayor  was  up,  he  waited  a  further  opportu- 

i>ord  May-nity.     The  Lord  Mayor  faid,  *  the  noble  Lord's 

*^'  '  hillory  of  the  military  commilTion,  which  (hew- 

*  ed  how  wifely  and  carefully  it  was  drawn,  and 

*  that  it  was  legal,  ihewed  the  more  (Irongly  how 
'  illegal  the  proceedings  of  government  upon  it 
'  had  been  •,  that  the   commiflion  only  contained 

*  general  powers,  no  fpecial  powers,  and  did  not 

*  revoke  any  of  the  powers  given  to  the  Governor, 
*■  but  that  miniilers  had,  under  pretence  of  than 

*  general  power,  engrofled  fpecial  power  at  their  own 

*  arbicrary  will ;  and  had  prefumed,  under  this,  to 

*  fuperfe-Je  charters  and  commifTions,  and  all  forts 

*  of  legal   powers  o;ranced  under  the  great  feal  of 

*  England'^  the  commilTiQn  was  not  complained  of, 

*  but 
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'  but  the  alTumption  of  illegal  powers  under  prc- 

*  tence  of  this  commifilon,  fo  as  to  eftabiifli  an  ille- 

*  gal   military  power  in  America  fuperfeding  the 

*  civil  government  there.     He  then  (hewed  the 

*  conlequence  of  thofe  proceedings,  and  of  fetting 

*  a  feparate  military  command  within  a  civil  jurir- 

*  didtion,  by  explaining  the  late  melancholy  tranf- 

*  actions  at  Bojiou  ^  thsLt  while  the  troops  and  the 

*  inhabitants  were  actually  engaged,  and  the  troops 

*  were  firing  upon  the  inhabitants,  the  Governor 

*  declared  he  had  no  power  to  order  the  troops  to 

*  withdraw.  He  then  explained  the  purport  of  the 
'  motion,  as  tending  to  quiet  the  minds  of  his  Ma- 
'  jefty's  fubjeds  in  America^  and  to  eflabliih  his 
^  government  there  on  legal  and  efficient  footing, 
'  and  called  upon  the  minillry  to  make  their  objec- 
'  dions,  if  they  had,  or  could  make  any  j  if  not, 
'  to  let  the  addrefs  go  to  his  Majeity.' 

Lord  Barrington  arofe  a  fecond  time,  under  the  Lord  Botx 
idea  to  explain;  and   at  the  conclufion  declared,''''^"''*     ' 
'  that  as  doubts  had  arifen  in  point  of  law  as  to  the 
'arrangement  of  command  made  by  miniflry  in 

*  confequence  of  the  military  commiiTion ;  and  as 

*  tothe  prelenteftablifhment,  his  Majeily  had  al- 
'  ready  ordered  this  matter  to  be  laid  before  the  at- 

*  torney  and  folicitor  general,  to  confider  firft  of 

*  the  ppint  of  law  ;  and  that  then  it  was  intended  to 

*  revife  and  redify  every  matter  which  fliould  be 

*  found  inexpedient;  that  every  thing  which  the 

*  addrefs  did  or  could  de^re,  was  doing,  and  in^ 

*  tended  to  be  done,  and  that  therefore  the  addrefs 

*  was  unnecefTary,  and  after  this  declaration  not 

*  quite  proper.' 

Col.^/jw  faid,  *  that  after  the  declaration  of  thecoi.  Barr/K 
'  noble  Lord,  he  fliould  have  contented  himfelf 

*  with  giving  a  (ilent  vote  on  this  occafion.     That 

*  there  were  many  points,  which  from  the  nature 

*  of  government,  were  better  not  ftirred,  had  bet- 

*  ter  never  been  called  in  queftion.     That  during 

*  the  whole  war,  the  Americans^  whatever  their  o- 

I  *  pinions 
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*  pinion^  were  of  this  military  cbnimand,  a6ted  uri- 

*  der  it  zealoufly,  and   fubmitted  to  it  wiliingly, 

*  2ind  never  called  it  in  cjueftion.     But  that  the  con^ 

*  du6l  of  itiiniftry  was  fuch,  and  the  ufe  which  they 

*  wifhed  td  makt,  if  evert  doubtful,  was  fucti  as 

*  called  into  queftlon^   into  dangerous  difcuflion, 

*  every  exertion  of  the  powers  of  government ;  and 

*  the  matter  being  now  neceffahly  brought  forward, 

*  he  fhould  fpeak  freely  upon  it.     He  faid  he  would 

*  not  quite  agree  with  che  noble  Lord,  norcongra- 
'  tulate  government  that  the  troops  were  withdrawri 

*  in  the  maniler  they  were  i  nor  was  he  fo  ready  to 
'  decide  upon   the  expediency  of  what  was  next 

*  to  be  done^  as  that  noble  Lord   feeril^d  to  be, 

*  However^  he  was  glad  to  hear^  that  the  riiihiftry, 
«  after  letting  this  mittef  of  the    military  com- 

*  mands  continue  for  five  years  in  a  ftatc  which 

*  they  cbnfefled   to   be  wrongs   had  now,  within 

*  this  month  or  fix  weeks,  began  to  think  it  was 

*  time  to  re-confider  it.     That  as  they  had  let  it 

*  continue  thefe  five  years,  they  would  have  let  it 

*  continue  for  ever  if  the   gentleman,  who  now 

*  made  the  motion,  had  not,  above  two   months 

*  ago,  given  notice  that  he  would  lay  this  matter 
'  before  Parliament,  and  bring  it  into  queftion 
'  there.  That  if  any  good  (hould  arife  from  this 
'  re-con fideratiqn  of  this   matter,  which  they  had 

*  now  pledged  themfelves  to  make,  they  owed  it 

*  to  that  gentleman,  who  firft  called  upon  them, 

*  and  firft  raifed  them  from  that  ftupor  under  which 

*  they  fuffered  themfelves  to  lie  for  five  years  toge- 

*  ther,  hearing  and  feeing  every  day  the  evil  con- 

*  fequence  of  this  ftate  of  things,  and  yet  nevet* 

*  once  attempting  to  rectify  that   which  they  ac- 

*  knowledged  to  be  wrong,  and  to  have  long  called 

*  for  fome  exprefs  adjuftmcnt.     That  as  they  had 

*  fliewn  that  they  dared  to  continue  fo  long  under 
'  fuch  dangerous  errors  in  practice,  no  body  could 

*  fay  how  much  longer  they  would  venture  to  con- 

*  tinuc 
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*  tinue  under  the  fame,  and  to  what  lengths  they 
would  luffer  thefe  evils  to  run,  if  they  could  but 

'  for  this  day  get  rid  of  this  motion;  that  there- 

'  fore  this  motion  bectjme  now,  by  this  declaration, 

'  fo  much,  the  more  necefiary.     He  then  ihewed 

/  the  impropriety  and  danger  of  giving  the  troops 

*  there  a  power  as  executors  of  your  laws.     He 

*  faid,  if  troops   were  once   fufFered    to   confider 
^  themfeives  as  the  executive  power,  they  would 

*  foon   become  the  legiflative.     He   then,   with  a 

*  mallerly  knowledge  of  the  military  fervice  of  ^- 

*  merica^  (hewed  that  the  whole  difpofition  of  the 

*  army  there  was  perverted  to  where  it  could  be  of 

*  no  fervice;  and  that  every  fervice  which  was  ne^ 

*  cefTary    for  the    protecflion   and  fecuricy  of  that 

*  country,    was  either   negledted   or   inadequately 

*  provided  for.'     He  fpoke  near  an  hour  on  thefe 
points.     He  concluded  '  byexprefilng  his  fenfe  of 

*  the  benefit  which  mud  anfe  to  government  itfclf, 

*  to  the  colonies,  to  the  fervice  from  this  motion  ; 

*  of  the  benefit  which  appears  had  ariien  from  the 

*  notice  given  of  it  by  the  gentleman  who  moved 

*  it  two  months  ag-o  1  of  the  obligations  which  even 

*  the  miniftry  had  to  him-,  and  that  by  the  account 

*  which  they  gave  of  the  manner  they  had  been 

*  driven  into  fome  ftate  of  refledion,  and  of  the 

*  flate  of  confideration  under  which  the  matter  was, 

*  made  this  motion  now  the  more  necclTarily  and 

*  abfolutely  fo.' 

Mr.  Wellhore  Ellis  rofe,  but  General  Conway o^n,  a«- 
bcing  up,  he  fat  down,  and  General  Conway^  in'*'"-'* 
anfwer  firll  to  Colonel  Barre^  gave  a  long  and  par- 
ticular account  of  the  nature  of  the  military  fer^ 
vice,  and  of  the  difpofition  of  ih^Amrican  army  ; 
but  allowed,  that  Colonel  BarrPs  objections  were 
valid,  but  refted  his  anfwer  on  the  difficulties  of 
government,  on  account  of  expence  and  other 
reafons,  in  not  being  able  to  execute  all;  that 
perhaps  it  might  be  better  if  it  could  be  done.  As 

Vol.  Vlll.  Z  to 
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to  the  motion,  there  were  certainly  many  and 
great  matters  of  difficulty  and  doubt  in  the  ftate 
of  the  American  military  arrangements  and  efta- 
blifhments-,  but  as  all  perfons  on  all  fides  were 
agreed,  that  fome  revifion  and  redifying  of  this 
matter  was  neceffary,  as  now  it  was  lb  folemnly  de- 
clared, that  orders  were  given  to  lay  this  matter  be- 
fore the  law  officers  of  the  crown,  and  to  revife  and 
to  reAify,  in  fhort,  to  do  every  thing  that  this  ad* 
drefs  could  defire,  he  was  on  that  account,  and 
on  that  only,  againft  the  motion,  as  after  that  de- 
claration, he  thought  the  carrying  up  fuch  an  ad- 
drcfs  mud  be  diffefpedful  to  his  Majefty. 

Mr.  Slanly  arofe,  but  the  Houfe  called  to  Sir 

sjrG.  Sfl-  George  Saviky  who'  was  upon  his  legs.  He  faid, 
'  that  the  matter  required  by  the  addrcfs  propofed, 
'  was  thus  on  all  fides,  by  all  perfons,  allowed  to 
'  be  fo  proper,  fo  neceflary  ;  as  there  was  nothing 
'  either  in  the  matter  of  the  motion,   or  in  the 

*  manner  of  bringing  it  forward,  to   v/hich  any 
'  one  had,  or  could  objedt;  as  miniftry  by  their 

*  declaration  feem   to  grant  the  thing  required, 

*  and  faid  that  was  doing   what  the  addrefs  re- 

*  quired  to  be  done,  the  queftion  was  now  drawn 

*  to   a   ihort  iflfue  j    that   the  public   was  much 

*  obliged  to  the  worthy  gentleman  who  moved  it, 

*  in  their  calling  upon  miniftry,  and  bringing  this 

*  matter  thus  far  to  this  iffue  -,  but  he  could  not 

*  but  obferve,  that  as  it  was  faid  that  this  queftion 
'  had  been  referred  to  the  great  law  officers  of  the 

*  crown,  who  were  alfo  members  of  the  Houfe, 

*  it   feems   fomewhat    peculiar,    and   particularly 
«  marked,    that  theie  gentlemen   fhould    not   be 

*  prefent  to  affift  the  Houfe  with    their   advice, 

*  when  it  was  known  that  the  difcuffion  of  this 

*  point  was  to  come  on  ;  that  fufficient  notice  had 

*  been  given  of  this ;  and   that  after  a  day  was 

*  fixed,    it    had  been  put  off   four    times    fuc- 

*  ceffively  *,  that  thefe  gentlemen  might  have  had 

*  lime 
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^  time  to  confider  it-,  that  it  was  plain  there  was  no 

*  opinion   then   as   yet  formed,  which    thefc  great 
'lawyers  would   venture   to  give*,    that   miniilry 

*  had  not  yet  come  ro  any  decilion  ;  that  as  the 

*  matter  had  flept  with  them  fo  long,  he  approved 
'  the  motion,  not  only  as  originally  putting   the 

*  miniftry  on  the  confideration,    but   as  now  ne- 

*  cefTary  to  quicken  them  and  their  lawyers.' 

The  queftion  for  adjournment  was  put;  as  mi- 
niftry were  confidered  as  having  given  up  the 
point,  there  was  no  divifion. 

May  9.  Several  papers  vvhich  had  been  moved 
for  were  read,  as  the  refolutions  of  both  Houfcs 
of  Parliament,  the  King's  fpeech,  circular  letters 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  fpeeches  of  Governors, 
and  meflages  of  AfTemblies  in  America^  &c. 

Mr.  Burke  rofe,  and  faid,  '  he  fhould,  from  theMr.  J?»r^^. 

*  ftate  of  things  which  thefe  papers  opened  to  the 

*  Houfe,  lay   before   them  the  ftate  of  mcafures, 

*  and  the  plan  (if  fuch  could  be  lb  called)  of  ad- 

*  miniftration,    which   his  Majefty's  minifters  had 

*  attempted  to  execute,  from  the  fatal  hour,  fince 

*  they  left  that  ground  of  peace  on  which  the  af- 
'  fairs    of  the  colonies   were  eftablifhed  after  the 

*  repeal  of  the  Stamp-A6l.' 

He  faid,  '   the  declaratory  law  did  fuflicienrly 

*  cftablilh  the  fovereignty  of  this  country  over  its 
'  plantations  and  colonies.     But  that  the  wife  ni- 

*  nifters  who  fucceeded,  did  not  think  this  InfH- 
'  cient,  without   fome  exercife    of  the   powt-r    of 

*  taxing,  fuch  as  might  fecure  the  dignitv,  as  well 

*  as  fovereignty  of  government,  by  which,  at  the 
'  bottom,  they  meant  the  doing  fomething  to  fave 
'  the  honour  of  particular  perfons. 

*  That  it  WdS  very  extraordinary,  that  the  great 

*  perlbn,  who  was  one  of  the  fyremoft  for  repf^al- 

*  ing  the  Stamp-Adl,  and  that  too  on  th*-  prin  i- 
'  pies  of  the  Americans  ^hemfelves,  fhould,  when 

*  he   found  himfelf  at  the  head  of  the  Miniftry,    . 

Z  2  •  be 
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*  be   the  very  perfon  to  adopt  the  meafure  of  in- 

*  venting  a  new  fyftem  of  taxes  upon  the  colonies. 

*  And  it  was  alfo  peculiarly  unfortunate,  tha£ 
*^  when  a  meafure,  fo  M^ely   tg    meet  with  every 

*  ohfl:ci|6llon     and    oppofuion     in    America^    was 

*  adopted,  no  one  precaution  or  ftep  was  taken  to 

*  fe^ure  the  execution  of  it,  neither  of  policy,  nor 

*  power. 

*  And,  to  add  to  the  fatality,  the  execution  wa& 

*  left  to  hands,  which,  in  the  fequel  of  events, 

*  have  proved  the  moft  unfit  for  it  of  any  that 

*  could  be  enriployed/ 

He  then  prefaced  what  he  had  to  fay,  with  beg- 
ging '  that  he  might  not  be  underftood  to  mean 

*  any  thing  perfonal  agalnft  any  man,  efpecialiy 
'  the  minifterthat  might  appear  to  be  moil  affeded 
'  by  his  conclufions  ^  that  he  had  really  a  perfonal 

*  regard  for  the  noble  Lord  \  that  he  wifhed  rather, 

*  by  pointing  out  errors, to  lead  to  redrefs  for  the  fu- 

*  ture,  ^han  to  punifhmentfor  the  paft :  yet,  upon 
'  the  other  hand,  if  upon  the  flate  of  the  enqui* 
'  ries,  things  and  adlions,  which  were  connedled 
'  with  perfons,  did  appear  to  deferve  the  animad- 
'  verfion,  the   cenfure   of  the  Houfe,    he  Should 

*  adhere  to  what  was  right  for  the  public,  be  the 
'  pcribns  whomlbever,  or  whatfoever  they  may.' 

He  then  opened  with  infinite  wit  and  raillery, 
the  plan  of  dignity  adopted  by  the  minifters,  and 
fhcwed  how  it  was  purfued  through  every  tranfac- 
lion :  from  the  propofing  the  new  revenue  adl 
for  America^  to  their  partial  repeal  in  this  felFion. 
He  began  firfl:  with  the  meafures  taken,  when  the 
Parliament  was  perfuaded  to  pals  an  adl  for  fuf- 
pending  the  Affcmbly  of  New-Tork,  and  (hewed, 

*  that  inftead  of  producing  a  fubmifllon  from  that 

*  Alfembly,  on  which  the  dignity  of  government 

*  was  to  be  eftabliHied,  it  produced  refolutions  in 

*  that  Aflembly,  againll  both  the  dignity  and  au- 

*  thority  of  this  government.    The  quartering  biH, 

*  which  this  fufpending  ad  was  meant  to  enforce, 

*  was 
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*  was  never  fubmicted  to;  and  that  the  whole  effect 
'  was  that  the  adt  of  Parliament  is  now  no  longer  in 

*  force,  but  the  refolutions  are,  and  have  had  their 

*  tffcd. 

'  As  the  revenue  a6ts  produced  in  America  no- 

*  thing  but  refolutions  againft  our  power  of  taxing, 
f  the  next  ftep  of  dignity  was  a  letter  of  a  Se- 

*  cretary  of  State,  ordering  witJ;  a  nicnace,  in  c^fe 
^  ofrcfufaJ,  the  Aflembly  at  BoJl4)n^  fron)  whence 

*  the  meafure  of  refdlving  firft  took  rife,  to  refcind 
'  all  fuch  refol.utions,  and  direifling  the  governors 
^  of  the  other  provinces,  by  another  and  circular 

*  letter,  to  induce  their  AfTcmbiies,  to  treat  the 
f  Bojion  refolves  with  the  contempt  they  deferve. 
'  Here  ^gain  ogr  dignity  was  difhonourcd.  The 
'  Bofton  Affembiy,  who  would  not  refcind,  was  dif- 

*  folved,  and  was  permitted   to  fit  again   without 

*  refcinding ;  and  the  other  AfTemblies  treated  the 
f  Secretary  of  State's  letter  with  conten>pt. 

'  Thefe  wife  Heps  of  policy  failing,  and  the  peo- 
f  pie  of  America  growing  every  day  more  and  more 

*  confirmed  in  their  refolutions,  and  more  and 
'  more  inflamed,  feveral  ads  of  violence  broke 
'  out.  Upon  this  ftate  of  things,  the  crown  wa$ 
f  now,  as  confelTcdly  unable  to  carry  its  meafures 

*  into  execution,  advifed  to  call  in  the  aid  of  Par- 

*  liament,  to  tell  Parliament,  that  it  could  not  go- 

*  vern  thofe  ungovernable  people.     T\iq   Parlia- 

*  ment  was  perfuaded  to  come  to  fonae  threatening 

*  refolves,  and  to  give  back  the  curious  advice  of 

*  fending  for  the  fubjedis  of  America^  fufpedicd  of 
f  treafon    and   mifprifion   of  treafon,    to  England^ 

*  under  authority  of  an  old  aft  oi Henry  VI  il.  to  be 

*  tried  here.     Thefe  threats  never  were,  as  it  was 

*  known  they  never  could,  be  carried  into  execu- 
'  tion.  Theyexpofed  the  weaknefs  of  Parliament, 
'  ^nd  rendered  its  power  abhorred,  and   reduced 

*  -tjje  dignity  of  government  to  contempt. 

*  Thefe  great  itrokes  of  policy  not  fucceeding, 
f  the  plan  took  a  former   tone,  and,  upon  an  ac- 
Z  1  f  coufti, 
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^  count  received  of  fome  breaches  of  the  peace,  and 

*  feme  affrays  with  the  Culloai-houfe  officers,  ^ 
'  fleet  and  an  army  was  fent  to  Bojlon^  to  fecure 

*  not  our  dignity,  but  government  itlelf,  as  was 

*  given  out.' 

See  now  the  ifiue  of  this : 

,*  The  civil  ?rjagifl:rate,  who  was  faid  to  call  for 
'  the  aid  ot  thefe  troops,  would  neither  receive  nor 

*  quarter  them-,  would  not  accept,  nor  life  their 

*  aid ;  fo  that,  after  the  parade  of  the  terror"  was 

*  over,  and  after  the  minifters  found  they  could  not 

*  frighten  the  people,  they  withdrew  part  of  this 
'  armament,  and  the  reft  are  now  drawn  out  of  the 

*  town. 

*  So  that  now,  on  the  upfhot,    it  appears,  that 

*  inftead  of  having  eftabliOied   the  dignity  of  go- 

*  vernmenr,  you  have  now  fhown  by  the  attempt,' 
'  that  you  have  loft  the  power  in  efte£l,  either  to 
'  fufpend  or  to  prorogue,  or  even   to   induce  the 

*  Aliemblies  to  reicind  their  refolves  againft  youf 

*  power. 

'  Every  meafure  of  crude,  impra6licable  vigour, 

*  you  abhorred.     Every  meafure  of  lenity  (proveS 

*  to  be   the  lenity  of  a  braggard  forced  tofubmit) 

*  has  brought   you  into  contempt.     At  the  very 

*  time  that  Parliament  was  to  be  perfuaded  to  take 

*  up  the  menace  of  i7<?;7r5^  the  Eighth's  a6l,  miniftry' 

*  we^e  preparing  a  plan  of  fubmiirioni  and  when 

*  they  found,  that  the   terms   of  their  fubmiffion^ 

*  would  not  be  accepted  by  the  /Inerieans^  the  tiii- 
'  nifters,  by  another  circular  letre'r,  upon  the  plan 

*  of  lenity,  laid  the  grounds  for  their  friends  in  A- 

*  merica  to  negotiate  a  reconciliation,  pretendiri^ 

*  themfelves,  in  the  mean  v/hile,  to  hold  up  their 

*  heads  lugh  under  the  authority  of  Parliament, 
'  which  could  not  fubmit  •,  and  yet,  if  their  friends- 
'  could  have  carried  any  one  point  that  would  have 
'  ferved  for  oftenfible  ground  to  Parliament,  Par- 

*  liament  was  to  be  perfuaded  to   repeal  as  they 

•   *fliould 
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^  Ihould  recommend.     And  lafily,  although   the 

*  /Americans  could  not  be  induced  to  do  even  this, 
'  yet  Parliament  was  perRiaded  to  repeal  article  for 

*  article,  as  the  minifters  had  promiled,  and  vov/ed 

*  they  fhould,  and  not  a  jot  farther. 

'  So  that  now,  not  only  dignity,  but  govern- 
^  ment  and  power  are  all  brought  to  nought, 
f  Every  inftrument  is  gone  •,  there  is  neither  civil 

*  nor  military.     The  malignity  of  your  will  is  ab- 

*  horred  ;  the  debility  of  your  power  is  contemned, 
^  which  ever  has  been,  and  is  now  the  cafe  of  a  go- 
'  vernment  without  wifdorn. 

'  Thofe  meafiires,  and  this  ftare  of  things,  do  no|: 
'  only  deferve,  as  we  have  expreffed  it,  our  moft 
f  ferious  confideration,  but  fo  far  as  lliall  appear, 

*  that  this  (lace  of  things  have  been  brought  on  by 
5  thole  meafures,  the  meafures  do  furely  deferve 
^  our  cenfure ;  and  upon  this  ground,*  he  thea 
propofed  feveral  refoiucions  ofcenfure  of  the  feve- 
ral  meafures  which  had  been  lately  taken.  All 
which  refolutions  were  as  follows  : 

A  motion  was  made,  and  thequeftion  being  pro- 
pofed, '  That,  in  feveral  of  his  Majefty's  colonies 
^  in  North  Jmerkay  diforders  have  of  late  prevailed,, 
!  prejudicial  to  the  trade  and  commerce  of  this 
"-  kingdom,  and  deftrudive  to  the  peace  and  pro- 
^  fpepty  of  the  faid  colonies :'  f 

And  the  previous  queftion  being  put,  That  that 
queftion  be  now  ppt  •, 

It  paOed  in  the  negative. 

K  motion  was  made,  and  the  queflion  being 
put,  '  That  a  principal  caufe  of  the  diforders  which 
^'have  lately  prevailed  in  North  America^  hath 
^  arifen   from   the  ill-judged    and   iaconfiftent  in-r 

*  ftruclions  given,  from  time  to  time,  by  perfons 
'  in  Adminiftration,  to  the  Governors  of  fome  of 
\  the  provinces  in  North  Amrka  \ 

It  paiTed  in  the  negative. 
'    -'  Z  4  A 
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A  motion   was   made,  and  the   queflion   being 

put,  *  That  the  diredVing  the   dilTolution    of  the 

*  Alfem bites  of  North  America^  upon  their  refufal 

*  to  comply  with  certain  propofitions,  operated  as 
*-  a  menace  injurious  to  the  deliberative  capacity  oi 
'  thele    AiTcmblies,  and  tended  to  excite  ciilcon- 

*  tent,  and  to  produce  unjuftiBable  combinations  i' 

It  pailed  in  the  negative. 

A  motion  was  rrjade,  and  the  queflion  being 
put,  '  That  the  AflTcmblies  of  North  America  ha- 

*  ving  been  dilToived  for  not  difavowing  or  dif« 

*  countenancing  certain  combinations,  ai^^d  the  fqf- 

*  fering  new  AfTemblies  to  fit  without  di  avowing 

*  or  difcountenancing  the  faid  combinations,  wa$ 

*  a  proceeding  full    of  inconfiftency,  and  tending 

*  to  lower  in  the  minds  of  his  Majefty's  fubjeds  in 

*  jinierica^  all  opinioji  of  Uie   wifdom  and  hrmnefs 

*  of  his  Majefty's  Councils  ^' 

It  pafled  in  the  negative. 

A  motion  was  made,  ar\d    t\{p  queftion  being 

*  propofed,    '  That  it   is  unwarrantable,    of  dan- 

*  gerous  confequence,  and   an  high  breach   of  the 

*  privilege  of  this  Houfe,  to  promile  to  the  AfTem^ 
^  blies  in  North  Am:rica  the  interpofition  or  influ- 
'  ence  of  his  rviajefty,  or  of  his  confidential  fer- 

*  vants,  with    this  Houfe,  in    any    manner  which 

*  may  tend  to  create  an  opinion  in  thole  Affembiies, 

*  that  fuch  interpofition  or  infjuence  muft  necrffa- 

*  arily  bring  on  a  repeal  of  any  duties  or  ^axes  laid^ 
•ortobelaid,  by  authority  of  Paflia^iKnt*, 

The  Ho-ufe  was  moved,  that  the  lixtraft  of  the 
Speech  of  Lieutenant  Governoi  Colden,^  to  the  Ge- 
neral AfTembly  of  New,  Torky  on  the  2 2d  of  No^ 
vernber^  iy(~>gy  with  their  addrtflcs  in  anlWer  there- 
to,  might  be  read. 

And  the  fame  were  read  accordingly. 

The  Iloule  was  alio  moved,  that  the  Extradl  of 
the  vSpeech  of  Governor  ^ryon^  to  the  General 
ikffrmbly  of  North  Qarglir.ay  on  the  23d  day  of 
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Q^ober^  ij6g^  with  their  addreflcs  in  anfwer  there- 
to, might  be  read. 

And  the  fame  were  read  accordingly. 

Then  the  previoq§  queftion  being  put.  That 
that  queftion  be  now  put  i 

It  palTed  in  tl^e  negative. 

A  motion  was  made,  and  the  queftion  being 
propofed,  '  That  it  is  highly  derogatory  from  his 
t  Majefty's  honour,  and  from  the  freedom  of  Par- 

*  liamcntary  deliberation,  to  pledge  the  faith  of 
'  the  Crown  to  the  faid  Affemblies,  for  the  repeal- 
f  iog,  or  laying  on,  or  continuing,  or  not  laying 

*  of,  any  ta^e§  or  duties  whatfoever  •,* 

And  the  previous  queftion  being  put.  That  that 
queftion  be  now  put ; 

It  pafled  in  the  negative. 

A  motion  was  made,  and  the  queftion  being 
propofed,  *  That  to  give  aflurances  in  his  Majefty*s 
f  name,  diftinguiftiing  certain  principles  oftaxa- 

*  tion,  anddifclaiming  an  intention  to  propofeany 
^  ;axes  within  the  faid  defcription,  in  order  CQ 
'  eftablifti  and  juftify   unwarrantable  diftindions, 

*  has  a  tendency  further  to  difturb  the  minds  of 
f  his  Majefty's  fubjeds  in  America ^  and  to  weaken 
<  the  authority  of  lawful  government-/ 

And  the  previous  queftion  being  put.  That  that 
queftion  be  now  put ; 

Ic  pafted  in  the  negative. 

A  motion  was  made,  and  the  queftion  being 
propoled,  '  That   to  lay   before  this  Houle  fug- 

*  geftions  of  treafon,  or  mifprifion  of  treafon,  lub- 
«  lifting  in  America^  in  order  to  bring  this  Houfe 
'  into  a  plan  for  the  reprefTing  and  punifliing  fuch 

*  fuppofcd  treaibns  and  mifprifion  of  treafon,  when 
'  in  reality  no  fuch  treafon,  or  mifprifion  of  treafon, 

*  did  fubfift,  or,  if  they  did  fubfift,  no  meafures  what- 
'  foever  have  been  taken,  or  appear  to  have  been 
'  intended,  for  apprehending  and  punifhing  the 
'  perfons  concerned  in  the  fan^c,  is  an  audacious 

*  ulfuk  on  the  dignity  of  Parliament,  and,  in  its 

'  confe*. 
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*  confeqiiences,  tends  either  to  bring  a  refled:ion 

*  on  the  wifdom  and  juftice  of  Parliament,  or  to 

*  encourage  treafons  ancj  treafonable  practices,  by 
f  negledipg  to  carry  into  execution  meafures  re- 
'  commended  by  Parliament  •/ 

And  the  previous  queltion  being  put.  That  that 
queftion  be  nowput; 
'   It  paflfed  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Rice.  Mr  Rtce  rofe  to  defend  his  friend  and  colleague 
in  office-  defended  the  circular  letter  to  Governor 
Bernard^  direftinghim  to  diffolve  the  AfTemblyif  it 
did  not  refcind  :  that  the  letter  not  beingdire6ted  to 
theAflembly,  nor  meant  for  theircognizance,  coulc| 
neither  menace  nor  even  influence  therri  unduly.' 
He  defended  the  fending  the  troops,  as  a  neceffary 
meafure,  and  the  repeal  as  a  wife  propofition 
.  .  founded  on  comnnercial  principles:  formed  his  an- 
fwer  on  thefe  grounds,  and  did  not  enter  into  any 
of  the  other  matters,  as  they  were  matters  in'whicli 
Parliament,  not  Mihifters,  were  concerned. 

^r.mniam '  Mr.  fViUiam  Burke  ftood  up  and  fupported every 
article  of  the  motion  in  pretty  ftrong  terms. 

Q.oi.Onjio'w.  Col.  0;^^?-^;  diftinguilhifig  thofe  meafures  which 
were  the  mealures  of  Parliament  from  thofe  which 
might  properly  be  fixed  upon  Miniitcrs,  ca'led  upon 
gentlemen  to  point  the  charge  to  fomething  partici.« 
lar;  to  make  good  the  charge;  and  to  found  thi 
cenfure  upon  eitabliflied  truth,  not  upon  vague  and 
general  declan- anon. 

Mr.  T^wrt-     Mr.    1.owflmend   declared  *  he  wa^   for  bringing 

pcnd.  c  things  to  perfons ;  that  the  times  called  for  vigo^^ 
'  rous  meafures  of  Parliament ;  that  if  there  was 
'  that  relaxation  in  the  minds  and  tempers  of  them, 
^  that  they  could  not  fuffer  chemfelves  to  take  up 
'  iuch  mtafures  as  came  to  perions,  we  Were  un- 
'done-,  for  there  wanted    only    an   afTurancc   that 

*  miniilers  might  be  bad  with  impunity,  to  clofe 
'  the  Ibene  of  our  ruined  (late  of  government.     He 

*  therefore  was  for  fixing  a  ctniure  on  meafures, 

6  *  with' 
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*V/ith  a  direct  view  to  the  brino-ins  tne  cenlnre 
*.  home  to  the  miniRers  who  were  the  authors  of 

*  them,  and  who  ought  to  be  refponfible  to  the 

*  public  for  their  ccndud.' 

Lord   Clare^  with  a    certain   attempt  at  irony, Lord  aw&,- 
made  an  apology  for  the  oppofition,  in  that  they' 
had   brought  forward   thefe  matters  now  fo  late. 
He  faid  '  he  did   hot  fo  much  wonder  that  thefe 

*  matters  were  deferred  fo  long,  as  that  the  gen- 

*  tlemen  in  the  oppofition  were  enabled  to  bring 

*  them  on  'at  all :  for  when   he  confidered  how 

*  many  different  matters  were  to  be  mutually  con- 
'  ceded  and  given  up  y  how  many  difcordant  opi- 
^  nions,  by  interpretarion,   to  be   reconciled;  he 

*  could  not  but  admire  both  the  induftry  and  in- 
'  gennity  of  the  feveral  gentlemen,    who   could 

*  thus  bring  fo  many  things  together,  and  to  agree- 

*  ment:  he  thought  it  rriuft  take  great  time  to 
'  fettle  the  firfb  caufe  of  all  thefe  ditbrders  in  Ame- 

*  rica,  finely  painted  to  the  Houfe.     Onefet  mud 

*  have  once  thought,  that  ttie  Stamp-adt  was  the 

*  caufe  j  another,  that  the   repeal  of   it  was    the 

*  real  c?aufe ;  but  that,  to  avoid  this  old  ground 
'  of  divifion   and   recrimination,  they  had  at  lafl, 

*  after  a  long  and  curious  negociation,  agreed  to 
^  take  up  the  caufe  from  a  later  date,  by  confider- 
'  ing^only  the  diforders  which  have  of  late  prevailed 
^  in  America.  Bur,  to  be  ferious,  he  thought  that 
'  a  majority  of  the  Houfe  would  be  of  opinion, 

*  that  the  true  caule  of  all  our  difputes  with  our 
^  colonies  were  to  be,  and  ought  to  be  traced 
^  higher.  He  'talked  of  an  amendment  to  this 
'  purpofe,  but  his  idea  was  not  adopted  by  the 
'  miniftry,  and  his  fpeech  ended  as  it  began.' 

General  Mackay  made  fome  general  obfervationsoen^^if^c- 
on  the  flate  of  things,  which  feemed   intended  to*^^ 
apply  to  the  defence  of  the  miniftry,  but  proved 
a  fvvord  that  cut  both  ways. 

Mr. 
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Mr.  Wedderburn^  after  fettling  a  point  with 
^.rlurn.  '  Lord  Clarc^  as  to  cafe  with  which  great  ftatefmen 
might  reconcile  inconfillencies  between  opinioa 
and  condud,  from  his  Lordfhip's  own  example  of 
the  cafe,  with  which  he,  who  was  for  the  Stamp- 
a6l  upon  principle,  could  take  a  poft  at  the  heac| 
.  of  the  American  department,  under  a  miniftry 
that  had  repealed  that  ad,  upon  the  principle  of 
being  againft  all  American  taxation,  from  the  ihort 
tune  it  took  him  to  fettle  thofe  contrarieties.  Ke 
fnewed,  that  fuch  had  been  the  condudt,  and  fuch 
the  dangjerous  confequence  of  that  condudin  fome 
late  minitlers  u^p^n  American  affairs,  that  they  had 
unitecl  people  and  parties  of  the  moft  differing  opini- 
ons, as  to  former  meafures,  in  that  which  was  now 
become  the  one  only  neceffary  m,eafure,  that  of  in- 
terpofing  to  prevent  the  inipending  ruin  of  this  coun- 
try, by  the  total  lofs  of  its  American  dominions. 

He  then  applied  General  Mackafs  general  ob- 
fervations,  to  a  confirmation  of  the  errors  and  mif- 
chievous  meafures  of  miniftry,  to  th^eir  negligence, 
and  total   abandoning  American   affairs,    without 
'  ever  propofing,  or  ever  thinking  of  any  plap  for 

the  conducting  them. 

He  then  fliewed  how,  '  by  thefe  meafures,  Ame- 

*  rica^  which,  in   the   reign  of  George  II.   was  to- 

*  tally  annexed  to  the  Brttijh  empire,  was,  in  the 
'  reign   of  George  III.  totally  di'ffevered,  and  cut 

*  off  from  that  empire.     That  the  American  colo- 

*  nies  had  ceafed  to  be  Britijh  dominions,  were  no 
^  more  fo  than  Calais^  which   was  pnce  a  Britifi^ 

*  province,  now   was   fuch.     He  faid,  that  when 

*  one   poor   miferable,  (hort-lived  precedent,  of  a 

*  third  Secretary  of  State,  cxiflingfor  a  few  weeks 

*  in  the  time  of  Edward  VI.  v/as  brought  forwar,d 

*  to  evade  an   txprefs  law,  in  order  that  a  noblg 

*  Lord  might  be  pur  at  the  head  of  a  diftind  Ame- 

*  rjcan  department,  he  fliould  have  thought,  that 

*  in  the  choice  of  that  Lord,  one  would  have  been 

*  fixed 
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'  fixed  upon,  whom  knowledge  of  commerce,  ex- 

*  perience  in  the  fyftem  of  our  plantations  and  co- 
«  lonies,  whom   prudence,  firmnefs,   and  a  well- 

*  grounded  conduct  marked  out  more  particularly. 

*  He  was  forry  -,  yet,  however,  he  muft  fay  it  in 

*  the  moft  diredl  terms,  that  the  minifter,  put  ac 

*  the  head  of  that  fcarcely  legal  department,  was 

*  not  fit  for  it :  that  his  condudt  was  fuch  as  called 

*  for  his  removal;  and  that  he  thought  thefe  refo- 

*  lutions  led,  by  the  jufteft  (leps,  to  what  muft 
*-  produce  that  effcifl.' 

Lord  North  took  up  fomething,  which  Mr. Lora  ivrcrtj. 
Wedderhurn  had  faid,  in  high  terms,  and  returned 
a  flat  contradidtion.  The  matter  was  nothinor  to 
the  prefent  debate,  and  was,  on  both  fides,  a  mif- 
conception.  His  Lordfhip  then  came  to  the 
ground  of  anfwering  the  feveral  matters  of  charge 
againft  the  miniftry,  article  by  article,  and  faid  as 
much  as  could  be  faid,  making  a  good  defence  of 
a  bad  caufe ;  but  avoiding  the  mention  of  any 
plan  for  the  future. 

Here  Mr.  Grenville  took  up  the  argument,  andMr.  Gr«t^ 
after  having  fhewii,  '  that  miniftry  had  both,  as"'^^'* 

*  to  execution  and  lenity,  done  every  thing  which 

*  they  ought  not  to  have  done  \  and  as  to  fyftem 

*  of  governing,  had  omitted   to  do  every  thing 

*  they  ftioulci  have  done-,  that  they  were  not  only 

*  reprehenfible  for  what  they  had  done,  but  highly 

*  criminal  for  daring  to  take  great  offices,  and  to 

*  have  done  nothing  -,  he  called  upon  them  for  their 

*  plan,  and  charged  them  ftrongly  for  not  having 

*  fuch,  and  for  not  laying  it  before  Parliament ; 

*  when,  by  the   King's  fpeech,  the  confideration 

*  of  fome  fuch  thing  was  become  avowedly  part 
'  of  the  bufmefs  of  the  fcflTions.'  He  fpoke  long 
and  warmly. 

Lord  North  made  fome  explanatory  reply.  TheLo^'J  ^<"^*« 
queftion  was   importunately  called  for,  and  upon 
a  diyifiOA^,  th?^  prcyipus  queftion  put  upon  the  firft 

.:-^3d  ^v^f  birjow  ^ne  rcibiution. 
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refolutlon,  and  carried  by  a  majority  of  197  to 
79.  The  reft  of  the  refolutions  received  their 
negatives  in  various  (liapes^  ^s  already  mentioned, 
without  any  other  divifion. 

On  the  1 7th  of  May  the  King  v^ent  to  the  Houfc 
of  Lords,  and  put  an  end  to  this  SefTiori,  with  the 
following  fpeech  : 

My  Lords  and  Gentlemeny 

*  The  feafon  of  the  year,  and  the  difpatcli 
you  have  given  to  the  public  buiinefs,  make  it 
proper  for  me  to  put  an  end  to  this  Seflion  of  Par- 

*  iiament. 

'  The  temper,  with  which  you  have  condu£ted 

*  all  your  proceedings,  has   given  me  great  .fatis« 

*  facSlion,  and  I  promife  myfelf  the  happieft  effedts 
'  from  the  firmnefs  as  well  as  the  moderation 
\  which  you   have  manifefted  in  the  very  critical 

'  *  circumftances  which  have  attended  your  late  de- 
'  liberations. 

'  With  reiped  to  foreign  affairs,  1  have  nothing 

*  material  to  communicate  to  you.     I  will  conti- 

*  nue  my  endeavours  to  appeafe,  if  poffible,  the 

*  troubles  which  ftiil  prevail  in  fome  parts  of  Eu* 

*  rope^  ox  at  leaft  to  prevent  them  from  fpreading 

*  further.     In  all  events  it  Ihall  be  my  firft  and 

*  conftant  care  to  watch  over  the  interefts,  and  to 

*  preierve  undiminiihed  the  rights  of  my  people, 

*  GentkiiuJi  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons^ 

*  I  return  you  my  thanks  for  the  fupplies  you 

*  have  fo  chearfully  granted  for  the  fervice  of  the 

*  current  year,  as  well  as  for  your   attention  to 

*  m.ake  ufc  of  every  opportunity  of  reducing  the 

*  national   debt.     The  provifion    you   have   been 

*  able  to  make  in  tnis  Seffion  for  dilcharging  fo 
'  confiderable  a  fum,  without  laying  any  further 

*  burthen 
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'  burthen  on  my  fubjedls,  cannot  but  be  highly 

*  advantageous  to  public  credit. 

*  My  Lords  and  Gentlemen^ 

*  I  muft  eafneftly   recommend  to  you  to  exert, 

*  in   your  refpe^live  counties,  the  fame  zeal  and 

*  prudence  that  you  have  (hewn    in   Parliament 

*  for  promoting  the  peace  and  the  welfare  of  the 

*  kingdom  :   Nothing  can  be  fo  favourable  to  the 

*  v^ifhes  of  thofe,  who  look  with  jealoufy  on  the 

*  ftrength  and  profperity  of  this  country,  as  the 
'  prevalence  of  animofities  and  diffenQons  amongft 

*  ourfelves.     Let  it  therefore  be  your  care  to  dif- 

*  countenance  every  attempt  to  infufe  groundlefs 

*  fufpicions  and  difcontent  into  the  minds  of  your 

*  fellow  fubjedls.    Make  them  fenfible  of  my  con- 

*  flant  attention  to  promote  their  happinefs ;  and 

*  convince  them,   that  nothing  can  fo  effeduaiiy 

*  fecure  their  liberties,  as  the  maintenance  of  every 
<  part  of  our  excellent  eonftitution  in  its  due  force 
«  and  authority.* 
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